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A 24 RRcftt 2012 A HHhIr At^l Z^ ^RTRTcRT "gRT AA RTAr A RTRR Rl, RIcA MPHleH ft fA ZR fft(PTT RRlft 
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2. 44 WTT4 20 Ppf 2012 tlle^ H Raid'll ^ fcF? 4ft tfalcft ^ fcT? U'HI'ft 4ft 

<RJeft m ToH afft fto 3m ftfftRcft?T fts 4?. HI fef. (^#%ci) ^ ^ 

^raicra ot swr jiiRi 4)145eif aft? 4 ft fftftsi wnft Wr ^ miRci 3u<^i ^ wt ft ti 

iJttFT ft \34tT Rfafa 3TftfftcT 4Rc[ |TJ 3TCft 3Tfft44W3ft ft T ToPT URT W<\ 44 fft4T4> 12 wft 2012 4ft yfft 4^ 
WQ 24 4R4ft 2012 4ft HH*fl4 ^4eT **IWlcM ffRT 41% fftufa-3nft4T 4?T ufct !% 4ft t?1 WrfftcT 
T4 ft ftfeftfttet OT 4>^t 4^ ^ 4Tft ftlft WTO 4ft 4f f- 


( 0 - 


(ii). 


(iii). 


(iv). 


(v). 


#3frM ft ^cr RTift ^Rfn (wftw) mR^icmK ft ?pfi ?1ft ftft wftfc ft 15 - 09-2007 4 ft 

50 ZZ fteTT^ TJoT 4ft ft £4 fftRTft 47 eft aft 4ftft4 ft yfcl'Wifftd 4ft ft I 

ftaftftft ft 4wfl44 tRwcR 447 zi ft4T ftft ft wft, ft wrft *iW ft 

29-06-2007 ftt ^ m3\ t34> ft, eftfa ft? fftftwft ftft ft feTC! 4WT: *0 41,000/- ufer 
£7T I# ^fcTT ajfa 1708.33 Hfft £7T RfcT ftW 4ft cr 4 4ft fftftRrt 4ft ft I MccM ft 44ft 47f ft 
STJ^to ft fcF? 31-5-2007 ftt ft 7T4CT IfM4 4T%el fft4T Wl ft 44ft 

^ 31^44 ft fcR 4c44 44 UWM 4M ?tft 4ft 7J44T 3T4ft 44 fftftcfi 11 4J4 2007 tjffl 

ft aft I 

cT4R4I4, 4c44 ft fftW47 2007 ft fft4R7 2008 44> 10 H^lftl ft fcR 4Prff^6 ^fRWepff ^ 
mm m ^ 3r^tg m ^ fcR ^ ^ 

13-10-2008 ^ ^PIT mm Wf^eT toT WI 

mR l ^u i A 3TT^?T W €t^^/32/2007-#3frM 17 2008 

tR TJcT t4> mR^IIcH ^ f^R f%7lt Tf eft ^ ^ ^ 3 ftmK 2007 ^ftznrft M 

TjfcT ^*T fltcT ^ERTT 3mT ^T4>I Wl Z*\ OTR 3l^H)Rd ^ ^ftf% PlM<K\ t~ 


3 ftem 2007 it 30 

Rio*^x 2008 aqj 4ft 

30 ftRW 2008 ^ 4K 4ft $ fef'f 

3Rf6r^ fcP? 



R^im4t 

z€ru 

fft^FIPft 

?i €m 

(3T.W ^) 

(W 3) 

(2ff.W. ft) 

{w ^ 

825.18 

19586 

560.25 

16280 


16-11-2007 sfT^T etWTTF ^ ^TccFT 3 (ft 4^4 m TPRPT ^ WW ^^4)4K;ef 4ft 

T^M ^ fto vhftH% 4, 4ft^mr 44 ftel fttcT ipi^t wfMt HRI W WI 

#3TftM OT iftRTft Tf eft 3ft?H RlWPft 3^ ^ f^RT 16-11-2007 ^ 20-11-2007 

m 3TRId4>leftn WeftR mRxHcH)' ^ feR ^T?fpT T I^ ^T| 
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(vi) . ^ 16-11-2007 ^ 20-11-2007 445 4?t 3T4fa $ qkH S7T f^RT^ 47 

vj^Hdl^ oT 45T 1708.33 ^TeR 4>t 47 74^ 4>t 44t% \57T 7T44 4*471 cT^ 4$ 

®ft i 

(vii) . ^H>tM4 7T 45 4T47 47^5 ^ gnWPT^I 7f4#7 mR^IcHI 4* f^J 1708.33 aPtfM 4lel7 

yfir en wfcr *tst 4*t 47 ctt^ 4>t^ 4* ferq 4* 09 - 04-2008 # ^tct 

^ 4efT TTR^jf 4Rxj|?H c£ feR 3T^tf^T 4$ 4^ aft I 

(viii). qppfoT TF^T ^|<1!d4 £74 3TT^7T f^4T45 10 4T^ 2010 4I7T 4STT Rf^RlcT, ^ 

^T ar^Ttf^cT 47t 4* 3TTCT7 47 7T?ft%T WTT (374fa 825.18 ^TcR 4fcT 44 

yfrT *T4T) <£ 3T^R 4744 4>t 77) 38,22,038/- 44 54cTT4 fa <4 SJTj 

(ix) . 4R4 4^4 ^JFTTOT ^ 4? Rp&T ^ |4 24 4574$ 2012 # 57T 4T4^t 44 Rf4414 

tor t fa TfrfaM a *n$ 2012 £ ^ ^ 4* wfazm 4* 7m 44544 feRT 

enfelri 4$ 3ff7 54T wRfa4) 3FT$ W H^lql 4*t 3T4fa ^ "$47 47T 4T4et $ Rl u fa 

et [ 4f4$4 4>7cT 4^4 *4 14Id<1 44 Rr°fa-3lfa?r 447H47T fa4T 44T f- 

tfY mRwmf ( %#; &k vftm# 1 it 4 (rftsfrM mr $®rnit) wti mf 

wt |W ftvfcf rft yfft J7747 cl/i)w $ 3W& $ tficR wW ufrfftft 

(JtWHft ) $ w \M$<kt fitom <rrfttt &ii $(dR<m wmr vfcftrrf mmft mf gm fav 
7JJ7 pjfai f # 3fim W ?T$ £ iVW 74^3/f 47 /^777 ^47 $k W 'KIT ct'W'U fc 4rr74 
^777 ^777 4?a7 7^47 4^ 4? dhffWft &NT vflit rft 4^ j%^7 3fl^jR<1 f SftJW 

dfc vft <ft wc^4 v/?4/w7/ mr 3m mf&r nfrtftM $ fov wm *m m 
u^af iter $ fov cini zwft Mfcr wdwi ^ ^ $ mmft mf # vdfcf 
ftm U 77 W W 3 PTct W 4 ^ 4 f rft 3fW® $ #77 few W77/ mfamvfM STNT Tlfo & 

yjjcfH £<J WET &ffl 3W /#/? 47 «7>^/" 

(x) . ?7T 4^5^ #aM^T ^ ^7T y|Rt<4'< u l 7f 31^>41 t 16—11—2007 ^T 20-11—2007 

ffcp 4 tT 3T4& 45 4“RH 44^r 7c4 STTfepft ^ 414^ ^ f%4 44 74^4 qR^ioH'f i> feR 825.18 

af^t ttm wfcr e4 yfrr 4?r 47 7454^ # 3734^ ^ 4414 4R 

4^t 7Tlc^4f mR^IcHH T^rfrcpT ^ mR^ 4 7t 4T?7 ?t| ^ 74&T 

554t # ^ feR I7T7WT 445 34^71 4fRt 457^ 44 ^ f^4T 11 


/ 
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3. UTfom ft 314ft 3TF&T 17 fftfW 2008 4RT \?4 Ulftf>l4> W1 ftftl ft fttefrM 4RT 

4Tfael fft^ 44 4444 ft 3MR 47 Wft44 4? ^clt^ ft IcH? fttefrM fftTlft 47 eft 4^ 44f 

4ft ^flcft ft feRJ 44 SPjftfftcf 4ft 2ft | 17 fft7P47 2008 ft \344 7T4fftcf fMft 4ft fttft 4R4^ fft4T 441 $:- 

(4>). ftfertfr^r ft amft 44 31 ^ 2007 sttt fttefrM 47 <7^4 77 qfcneiftr ft ftnj ftfa 

^rftfftcT 44Rt afR ft ft feR 4 ^ TR4T4 4iR5ei ani ^ftarftftcft ft 

ft mwtt cWT 4ft4Teiftt ft feR ?7ift sttt ft<M44 ft w fft>4 44 wfcrr 

WR ft UTWFft ft 3IMR 4? 3T44T 47cTT4 qiRsTd fft^T 5JI I ft IR71I<1 ft ^fTft^I 47 

TJeT ftef) 4R4TeI4f ft feR fftRlft 4? eft cfft 4ft ftricft ft fcR fftTFJT 44Rt 44 PhMk u l YTlfftef 

an i ftftftft ft eftfa cmr fftft^rmftl 4ftf ft fci4 mw. *o 41 , 000 /- 3ik 1708.33 sfft 44 

ftcl II4T ftt 44 ws nfft?r 4ft sfti 

(4j). <RT HIHel 4ft <frl4c|lf£ftl ft ftTFT 454 fftftteF, ^ft^l41cft ft fftfF47 2007 ft fftcF44 2008 <T4> 

10 4ftft 4>t rfl ft 4mtfft4> fft4T44 ft 344R 47 3Rft 44 13 3T47J47 2008 

tJRT TRTtfacT TR4T4 4lfeef fft^T ail| ftfttfef 474T4 ft, ftftftft ft 4?ft «Wt(ftd tftfa ft 

f^R 1708.33 ftlftftt ftfeR 3fr? 40 41,000/- ftrT 44 4ft 44T ft WH 47 40 29,200/- 
ftft 44 yfft tfcH ft SReffftcT 47 44 ftftte fft4T 11 

(4). ftfttfftcT 47cTT4 ft, ftftftft ft Tjfftl fft4T f fft FleTlfft 4ft4TeT4 ft4cf 3 fftflTRR 

2007 ft fftyi 441 an, 47lft44 hRuki-I ft fcjvj 3fcT4—ft IftRlft 'R ft 4^ ft 4ft 15 
fftc447 2007 4ft wfftcT 4ft 4^ ftf I 

(tr). 3Tlt?T fcm> 17 fftft«R 2008 ft ^jdH4>-1 WT ft ftd^4 fft^ 44 7444 fftR4 ft 

ftEO 7H1 44>4I t, ^dt47 MR^ldft ftfcR4ftft4 ! fft4-4473 f ^WWl 2007 ft 2007 ft 
30 fft744? 2008 4^ 4ft 3T4lft ft feR ftk ^fRT 1 3f4tJ4? 2008 ft 44> 4ft ft feR Mfftl 
tft4 44 ft I 3 2007 ft 30 fftcT4? 2008 445 ftt 3T4fft ft ffty 47 44 3T4fft ft ftkT4 

15 Rlc1*<R 2007 ft 2 fftfF47 2007 44> 4ft 3T4fft ft fcR 44T4 gKl fft44l 44lft 4ft 

7ftl4TR 4Rft ft 414 Mfftl fft4T 44T 54 414 44t ftt ^^1^ MW?11| 
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4 1 f^pjfa an#YT 7^ 454 f#f<fe, % ?f%4T 7 -^hRih 3ft7 #0 ^R47MR?T .(t|lRj4)l45df 1 ^ 2 #Hw) # 
vqTT# t^T / 3fKjaT cMT ?7T4> 3jf#44R4f {wfciqiefl 1 # 4) 4> '^TltZFT i\ TfaffoM 4> ^4 10-4-2000 4# 
ffe 41 $m ^T%cT 4# sft I ^TTTftft 4# fcs 41^44 # 54T ^IciRcW UfcRnfl 47#4T wti 3#444T, 5# 
3^ 2JT47T, Tfcfa 717447 3T^WTT SI7T tfclRta f^TT 44T4T 44T tl 44 if#, 4? 4#T44m cR cW 
qif#cJ444FM 4T7T nfc 4# 4^ fte 4lf#44 7* 4ftfa?T 4^H OR 447 fo 4T4#t4 4Rel 474 *qiqid4 4* f>fa 
^ yfa stfftcT 4R# <£ 7#31#M 7* 7R# fcTT^ 20 4T# 2012 MT 4^? ^ STTI ^fT 5llw # ^ ^ 

# TH447 ^ 3l1#444T 3144T HW«#4 <#701 474 7 4T4Tcl4 4# TfuTTcRt ^ <g® TfTT 5JTI 

4.2. RFfa 3n#7T 4* 17 47, 474 WJlijMfl # 4F 4T4T t 4lRR44>dt-1 (?f%4T ^WRP?) 

^ 7R3T 4Fet "ft 44T4 W "4lRsld 4R 444 t 3#7 cTRi>|h 41 # 717147 4#i? 7142144 4lRs<cH 41# f#>4T iff I ‘4? 
^aq £ % ^f^TT T^hRr # 314# 44 7 31^1 2008 IfRT, 9 3ltOT 2008 4# 4J4%T 474 ^TFTTcra 4> 

4TFf Oil# 7^ eg® Tfqq 4F# ?#, Tne#OT qR4lcl#l 4> feR 44 "Rm afR 3#7T4 Rn4>#t 4# cldlcfl <# feR 44T# 
^ cRjeft <# 41^ # 7#3T#ft#t 4> Ttl^f ^4 f#4R <# 4^ # ^71 TT^F^T 4# 01TT4>F# # #t 5# 3#7 ^ 4T^RRR 

^ 3tj#f tor 44T an ^ yiTiPW RepM tt# or? afR ^Rit 4«f 4^ ^1 ^ 4 k, <iWl41<Tl cPt 

f^TT f^TT OTR ^?# gR[ 4^ M 3#4^ 4^t 4^ 414# 4^ OfR | FTcrifo ^0 >^hRn ^ 44 
7 3{^cT 2008 47 6 hR "grTT 4>1^ 4)1^41^ 7f?i "4^ 4^ 4^ sfF, 47^ 4^1 47 4? \Je^74 4R4T 4T7fPT45 I? ^7T 
q^R^q cpt 4tef qRq^ 44R T 4 ^ 44 7F. ^ffeTK—14019/36 / 2001—fc4I4i 9 RTcTR 7 2002 ^TTT 4Ff4oT4 
^IRT 3TWR4, 1963 4^ 4T7T 111 ^ 31#T 4t4 4^454 44TH4 4T7T onff 1%4 44 Rt^l) ^ 3T^4T7 3TcT4-3TH4 
45^ ^TTT 1^4 04# 4TeT 3F'»4T#44t 47 44#^ 4R# ^ 7t44 44T 11 

5.1. 4T4#t4 474 ^)|4M4 44 0n#7T 4lRl4>T44Tt3ff (^7d<Tl41^ef) 3#7 ^Si^cTl 7^ 4? 4#24 ORcTI t 
fo ^7T f>l4 4# 4Tf#1 4# 4RR4 4cP 4^1# 4> ^#47 3T4# 4T# 3T#j#4 45# I ^ 4TRR44 kM 4#^ 4T4T 
f#474 MI 4 f! < ?7TRT4 ?4# ?4R 44 f^TT^ 3 3T^T 2012 147T 4lRf4nwt3# r 4 ?f%4T 7^4^14 3#7 
4 v^4<fl*ft 4er % 3T3#q f#Rl SIT 4T4#t4 774 RRTeR 1TT4T f4#Rcf 4# 4^ 44414^ ^ tff47 3R#-^4T# 
4T# f#474 4lRsld 4^1 

5.2. 4T4, vil44# f l4 cf # 3?4# 44 f#4T4) 6 3^T 2012 ^TTT 4^44 4T4T f#474 4T%0T f^4T 541 
oR ’ H^]#R cT 3fR 4^41 7 #RtRF 4 ^171 3T4# 7T^44 4T4T f#474 # 4>^l 4^ 4T?Tt 4# #1# 7474^ f#RT 44T 

t:- 

(i). ?f%4T 7tHHR l4 #4R 4tcT '44#t 7?4T TTlfM 4t-73' 44 744# t, 0# 13/11 /2007 4# 4##T 

4oH 47 c44T 44T &41 ^44#fl4R 4##T # ?f%4T ^-cTImRih- 44 74F#4 7##T7 4^fe 11 

(li). 4##4 4c7H ^ 41^4 pr474T? # 13/11/2007 4# 744 4:18 4v^ 82249 #t.S. 47c# #eT 5t4>7 

0n4T 4tcT '44^t 704T 7TTfc4#' #t-73 4T7c[ #^tteW4 444^44 ferf#£s (4##1 R^l^'l#) ^TTT 
4M f#®4 0TT4T 541 4T4 # 4#T 4oH Rnnq^ £T7T i#4 44 ^ OT^TTR 4##T 4crH 4# 


37 <?? W ^-<2- 
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7T?to/4T?4 ePNW 47 W ton yfFTT S4TJ 15/11/2007 to ^IcT to, totft4 TO 
T> to Tltod 47 tocf to 4$f4 to feT 1 ? McrM to 4'Id to 4TS44 t 4t7T to 4744 to tt7T7 cto 
^ feR 16/11/2007 to 4T7T: 540 to 9cd4 to 4l$dd to to to fcP? 477T4 R)tol u l t Ttcf 
to 41747 to 3Fjto 4T4T e 4J s}| 

(iii) . cRTOTcT, 477T4 44 41^7=14 16/11/2007 to 4T7T: 5:40 to Htcf 47 TO m afa T37lt tocf 44 

f^FT to toim m afft 477T4 to 4T?oR: ^rRT W ftffild , tof ^5R to ant 4to to 
elFIT 44T m arfa Hl$dC t fTO to ^ TIT? 3TFt 4to 44 3nto ftm ml 4R 4tcf tfl4 7T. 1 
afh? 2 to *frr 4T7H told f\ 4^71 4T^ f\ 4Te4 m. tofTf \jj41d 47 an 44TI 47714 to q T^ de, 
4R^7 3ft7 HtcT 47 4taj4 444 t tofTf to 4?} ^4d t to 4TFf to fcT^ TTqftTin 44171 ftoj a^| 
4crH to ?T747 4T7^7, ^34 4447^7 tot 34 McT t 477T4 ^ 44 ^Hld to ^4 q^f ^ 
4T?7 toto to feR f^R 44 Tltt 44T7T ^447 4T[ t 4lt7 4t?f to 44: 4pft t to #7R4 44 
7144 2JTI 

(iv) . 3 T%7447, 4T4T44riaff t to to 73ltot 4Rto 44 ftofa feRTT ftonto feR ^7RT <*4>7 to Rqtt 

cto tW ftont 47 fd4) 44T m aft7 4rto to 44 444^ 4T4l4>dtaif to to RTct *7741 

tocpft to tot 47 to 44 to7 \ t h/i 'to tonrr t t^miciRci ton w mi anto 4T4, 
to to -to to ^tocT Titoto to Pi^idi nm m tor qtrf to 7747m? t Him w m 

af[7 CR474RT. to 4^ tolTT 477T4 4> 4T?d4 4I7T 4tto 47xH $ ttcR cTHTT 44T m 4ft7 to 
44 T ff wfrlqiRqi ^ RlPj^cffl to cR'id 47 7RTT7T 44T m | TRjt 444f vidKt ^ 4T4, to 
24/11 / 2007 4^ 4to4 4crR t 47TT 44T m I 

(v) . to ^ 44T4 ^ 4T4, 7^3^41^ t to “7741 YTlfto tt-73 4> 44T4 44t ^ feR $7to l d 

4t to ftto tor 4> 44 tom wt ^ to} tot ^ to 40 22,94.396.00 

Tto 44 to fton to ton mi ttoHto t mn tt^ ^ ^ttth 4 > f^R ato aim to 
t m47m to to 1 4T4 t, toafrtor t Tmtorm ntot. 4i?etoi afR Tito 4744 tonto Tim 
to to 4414 44 t to Titoto tot to to} 4tot ^ tt% 40 9 , 49 , 316.00 44 ^tttt to ftoFi 
4nto ton mi tom Ttofto t 44 cim vm&x mnto to ^ to to toltotot to 44 44 
toto 17/12/2007 anto ton mi 

(vi) . ^94^1 arrnn t, toatotot to 4? n^nto to^to!41^d to 44 toto 21/12/2007 anto 

ton m fto 44T4 44to to to toiler ton^^totototomtotim n^toai ttwto 

4T7T arjtoto to 44 f #7 44to 154 4T T>c1tol 4^t to 4IT TFfto 3lt7 4? tot 444 44T t 
fto 4p4 cZJ4 TTTcto 4^4"to 4T7T 44T 47JeT ftom uIRnT to atom 4‘gcT 4TR f | 



['TFT III—RFR 4] 


TO RT WF : TO1TOT 


7 


(Vii). Rffft TORT, teftftftTO ft 3Rft TO te ft RO 9,49,316/- cf?T te te ft iJWeTR ft fcR 
aroiK? cf?r aft| fig, 7*0 95,67,992.00 eft ft*y te TOfft ^ Rry f^RUJ ftfaRT 

te tef S4T J tefttftTO ft ftfeftcftft ft 3T^k IftRT an fft FW fftTO RTTft ft &ftft 

TROT RRR afft fftR T P? TfTeTR ft ftftftef f^eT Rift IftR TO I TOW ft, ftfcftM ft WRIT 
an fft ftRFrftftlTO ft 3l^fte| WTf ^ftw?K wftt fftwi RT ^45ell 3lft ftef RTRT ft Rl>! u l ft 
R^TR R) 1,28,87,762/- ft te eft TO eft aft I WF ftTO WTOjft # fft ftfeftftft ft 

ftew ft argro 1708.33 arftfftwft tor (ro 66,915/-) eft ww ft fftnft Rte n^ ft 

feR Rfftf) wft cj^ci cf>t 2ft \Jl«lfcb ftWlftft ft HScl v34e1 Trftf ft feR ef>c|H W>0 5625/— Rft 
ftR cRJd ffte? ft | 

(viii). Fter >iftRte ft fttaftftft ftr for 3 tr} ^mw ft wrt rt fft ft ftteftftft to wtot ftwraft ft 
■fcT^ R^ftfftr tor ft 3 ^tr tefte eft n^ te ro 32,43,712/- ww tjrt 

’JWRR te $ W fTF t 3fk ?R fMft ft ftfeftte TOReffeft ft eft^ afa RTR 

RRWT etRef ftt Wft cte ft fcR 64>4K Wftt f?1 

(ix). TO^WeT ft TOW ft, ftfoftfrft ft WF R# ^TO^MRef eft ^RT WFT RT Rfft fftWT an % 
ReR 5R1RR ft TO^R (fftftR RTfS #W) ft fcR Rlftt WTO eTRT 3RWfffteT RW fftOTT 
RTlft eft TO ^ ^ tel t Wf^ RR 3TRR ftRRft 3fiW RW f^RT % TOte 

RRI TOTcrrofR wtelTO W) feR TOR Rr RT# tl TO te te WT^ tffRf RTR 
TOte argwte wR ir TOrfRr RR 3fft w^ wwt tt%, te R, Rt RrPjfct 

Rt RTRft 3^7 RP ^4116 R RtR WRicWW? «4N R TTRT W>0 94,90,443/— RT Rw ^TeTR 
WR^ R fcR te TRSI feteff R TOTO) R WR WRR TOT 11 fao 94,90,443 /- TO TOT 
ITRT TOkT W TORRTO Rw TO 11) 

(X). eft tji WR Rronjyf, RrtrR TO TOrR IT7T MftcT TORt to Rte R teR 11 

TOte, ?f^R RRte ft RteMRt eft arfftRftroraft eft sftw tot 3TTefte wrR h? RtoR 

R tost to arote fftm ?n 3ftw RrrR teR to tor ft) Rrter ft wR eft *rftter 

tfRft TTR H ) ’i(ftwK efRft ft fftw TTrRi eft W^ Rt j 

(xi). ftR, tow t RraftM eft w^ WTORfft ten i wft ^ftteft ftft ir (^) 

12119/2008 4lRsicT WRft ^7 WRftR <ftw<?1 Rcc} TORRTW W?y fftRT ?TT 3flW WR ftlfftw 
eft <£||R\j| cf^R R2TT WTWTWf ft TjfWT TWlft ft fftftt 7T% eft ffteplft 3Trft ft fttftfttft eft ftwft 

ft te ten eft w^ aft i sRfft? ate fftro 10/4/2008 to, hh4R rst tottoR ft ^ 
te R? te ftt RTjftr RJ ftR Rwft aft fftj TORcrf ^0 95 cTTTW eft tR WRft ftftft I 
eleqRelief, tR RRft ftufft ft WTW, WPfftR RcW RRRR ft Wfftf 3fte fftTO 11/06/2008 

gm rtt ftR eft amft anftftt cfR dift >Rn" an i 
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(xii). dcMwin, fttefcfftt ft RftftR yftRidfti ft ftp? ^ft^Rid ftt ftf ftr 3 fft?FR 

2007 ft URlft Ip* sff I cT^? ft?, \J<R1 ft ft*TFf?I5<» R 3fr? xJwl 

-mwi^r ft ma grfeci ftt r^ iz> RRft r#r ftft ft ftp? R^f ftt r^ aft, rr ftRTRT 

RTlft ftt ^R: ¥Rf ^?r ^ s$t 3fh? ^rara?cM ft RRftt ft RO 38,22,038/- ftt YTf^T RR 
1JRRTR ftfefrM ft* RR ftdT 2TT| -RIRIdR ft WP5T RT%c[ ftt R^ fRT RR^t 
(ftft 12119/2008 ^ 31dfftT 3Tft?T ftRFF 10/03/2010 gRT W Pftftld R^T *RIRIdR gRT 
y|c|l9?elicit R?T lift'd RR ft R^ ftt| t^Rb ^41cTl ft RRd Tffft R &RTRT cf?t RFT R?T ft, 
jTdftPJ RTRftlR Rwf RTTRTRR ft 3lftRT ftyi 2R ft? sRM ft R<^ R Rig ft R u ft ftfRT 
vtp?rti 

(xiii). dcRRIel, 4MIR?dl3Tf ft 16/11/2007 ft 20/11/2007 era? cf?T 3Tgfa ft ftdR Wdftld 
3^ft)ftd gft ft 3FpflR ftg Wife gR ftRTRT RTlft ft ^ Wfl RRft ft leF? 
ftftftft ft fftftl ftft ft ftp? (ft) 12119/2008 3 1R ft. 16082/2011 WT ft 

rt?Hlfftd fftft?T RTfftg RlfeR ft ft| fttefftft ft dRd fftft?T Rl[ftR>l ft Rgft ft RlRiR>l 
glfeeT ft ft 3lk Hldftg RfFTEW gRT W Pftftld, dftft 2007 ft ftdR Udfad 
g^RTR ft RRcT fft? ft I ^TRd fftftT RlftcM R HIRftlR gRR ^WldR gRT ^Wt 
3fr? 3 TiR‘KR?R RTRftg ft?R gRR -^IRIdR gRT 3FTft fftfa fftftR? 24/2/2012 gRT 
W?M ft fftft?T £ft ^T? ^Rg ft dsc^ft (ft) 12119/2008 cRT fftgTR fftgT 2TT 3lh WT 
211 ft? ^3frM ^ yfrT <£ UR! dl^I TT K>^> $ if|cR $ W 

3fR |cj 3T^fteT 3^ eTl^H 1 !! 6 dlfPfl cf?t 3fdft ^ ^fteR eTRR^ RSrft 1RT d?f ^ 3<4ldl 
t 3TTETR 1R ^rat $ 4?c^Tt tR ftdR ^TT 1 

(XIV). €fWfr gRT ftdR ^ fcR grai^eM gRI ^ ^TTcf PlHfeHf^d f:- 

(g?). gRT 31^HlRe1 R^T R?t <hl4 RR RRRTTI 

UmPlR? RRR (16/11/2007 ^ 20/11/2007) R RlleRl 3R[RtftR RRIR 

^ 3) d,tlR ft?‘Vl4 R c?t R^ cTRt 3T2^1 r RR 3lt?R Ri J ^R? T T) 3lft RR ftlR ^ feRJ ^R 
RR ftRTRT 5RRf R?f ^R RHRT RR^ 3fk 4NI4?d{3# gRT RReff $ ^RefTR R?f R^ 
3fto Rf^T R?t yfeTcp 4R^ ^ fcR RT 3TRTR «IPf f ft? RT RTRef ^ RRM 
ftjRT RTF 3fft RRR 3Tgft ft ftlRTR 825.18/ tic I 3lftftftl <SloR ftt dl J ^ R R 
RReft ft ft?RRf Wt ^ RRft RlftR RPR R^RT I 

(*R). RT RTRft 3 vpm ftRTR RPflRR ft^RTefft ft feR ^RTftt R^R gRT SFjftfteT fft^RT 
RRR RT^ Rft ft ftp? ftfeftM gRT RRTRT RRT R?gR f Rft “SR 3lRTR ftPRvft' 
3fft “dR fftcT R?T RRRft M RftftR R2JT SflRTdRRofft yftvfRf ft ftp? fftdT uTTRT 
11 R^, R? ftd fftRT 3TTR ft? ^ft RR gRT 3p[ftftR R^t ftp? RTJ 11 



[SJFI 1IJ— 4 ] 


TO TO : 3TOTVR0T 
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(y). 'ey ftpqyft' sfR * 27 T ftnr y} }yry yfeyi y> ykr “yyft ^tt 
snfrft' (yy> ft^Hiifl fin) yf ie/11/2007 } 20/11/2007 y> yfay ey?Ry 

. wn3 yf aftl ^ mR^IcH C^cf 03/12/2007 } SJ?> }, yyftyj 

A <R 03/12/2007 } tjjfarrft m } 3FJHtftcT <& afrl m:. Ryy 
3 Tyf£T c£ feR efF[ ey Rkwi 5 RR ft Wl-Mpty? Siy^T c£ sRm y^ffeRT ey ftRRt <£ 
feR ^ftajcJT 3 T^tff?T ^TH ftyTI 

(r). cfRcTtf } tfteffM } ?*re tor t ft? ftRi} m eft yf eyf ^ftn eyf ftftry eyy? 
eTRT M 5 cl } cRjcft eft yf y^ ftyyyft ft yy R’li/' 21 ftypyy 2007 srt 3 f^Ra 
fi 

(^). y^rfeR, tffeiVM yRT tor w fty£ fty 1% yeyy yyrmy } y^yftyy yftyioHf ft 
teiy RiRtf W'Sei sr^ftftei ey ft?>uyi yyRt ftt y^ ctt 7 ^ yR} yy ftft fftfy 
ftryr sy ft? yft ey 3fkH Ryyyft ajR ey ftiy ^k-yyyfryy afft aymtryyftly 
yykyy ft ftiy eyfty fftyi unen f eft yy ^yRjft f afR yy tRy y?yr} yy ayyiy 
efftyy f i 

(y). irej^y? ftynfftM ft *fts 2.17.1 ft m^m, m y?fr 3 i%jjR?r ywy } ffttft 
ftyr/yyyt ft ftiy yff ftftre y^y> eyow yff ft eft yeyy vjy^yy yymy yif&R 
yR wm t1 y^g yy fte fftyT yny 1 % # 3 ft*M } ayRt yy ftyjyj 21 ftyyy? 
2007 srt we ftw yr % ftRft yy eft yf eftf yffy eftr ft ftiy eyft srt yyft 
} yyjef yf yf y^ sryyrffy y^ 1 1 ^yfeiy, ftaMtft y 5 t yy yi?f yff ^ft yy y^ft 
f f^j yft yyj ^ftf f^yi f y? 'yie^yr yRyTeH' yr afk ^tyyyft ^ ^ ''tiieclui 
yRyiery' teiy yftf y>f Pt^ifRef yft y^t afR ^yfcyj ^ftaMtft yyjcy> PtyR u i 
t^ry RsnRrM ^ ^ 2.17.2 ^ 3 ?#t yyfyift yR w t 3 tfc y^yRy yy yyat 
mm m yyjR yR w 11 

(15). y? eRy kfj ■ft 3 ftffft ^ "yie^R yRyTRy' ^ feiy yftf yff RRi^y y^y? RiytRy 

y^ f?£ yff MeM Ryi yft R?yi yr, yy? y?r RiRyyeii R-iy ft Ri<y yR?rr f 1 

(yr). yy yiyT yft yR yyyy f}? yyftyr hR^ich c^ feR ari^rqyyT Tf. 

n 4 t / 32 / 2007—'ftsftftft f M% f^yT w fl^y? yekyy ypRt A RF^yft 

f 1 yyf? 3 TRiyT, yy ft yfe R?yi Riy f}? y<w aikRj^HT ski PitifRu y?t yf yft 
y} ter 03/12/2007 } 1 1 


'37 i °? 4 0 'S-r -3 
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(5l). HHIUi RITEME If FE^If (If) 12119/2008 4 Me ReRt 

24/02/2012 Ci|cjjc^df3ff El 07/03/2012 El JIM ^OTT ET 3jR ETET RfcRE 6 3T^cf 
2012 El <4 |Rad R>4I EET 20, vffRj TIEE c£ IldV |1 


(XV). vJM^KI If ?e 4 ERfET El t IRMIf El 0? f44?T RET ETTE Rr 5 Ell 2010 

El SI4l4>dRT £RT ^>0 38,22,038/- t sfe TJEcTTE qff E| RTf^T ^EM ^TflcT EERT e4 ETTE I 

6. If ofr If t qq R. 20 ET#, 2012 qq 5RETE FEl4 R. 16 0liR, 2012 IfEElfcTFEOfEElflfE^ 

^ f^pff IfRElaTTEETiafEElflf^lR. 25 0#?T, 2012 If 9E If EFE ETTlf fMlET EEJE 
qft, f^F% 5E: # If t q4 FEl4 R. 1^, 2012 If EE FRT 0ffl 0 tRE) f^cT MRIt If Re IeT EET I If 
If If If % If 0TE4 R. 19 e|, 2012 If EE If EFE 3FRT am TOpT ta I # <3Tf If t\ If 5RP ET t EE 
# If e^t 4 em ReRteT qq erR EEEEErlt-lflftqE am ErRqq®E3: ee 4 4f4 Ret eet 1 1 


iEE 

4- 

It aft It €t % UWIE ET R EE It It E5T E»t 
RmRiEI 

R EO tt 4t e?t qft RtqRiql m ^ & <ft €t % 
am 

(•) 

FE ETEt 4 It It It t SKI \33TET EET J^ET EF 
f R If ee qqlf ^ Re r Efll EF?T FRT 

OTjRRtT Elf EER sfit WIT OTTE, eR “FE 0TRfT 
Rf^'* EE “FE RlE” qq OTEtE 4 t- EE ^ EE 

qqqt ee oTNifqqlR EERflt If Re Ret ottctt it 
[$h 4 qlRTt If Itt uRTqi41 FKT ant Re EE R- 
02/04/2008 If E^IRd It 8 EE (<J*F 
137/EETER) q4 IR] It -It It t FKT HER Eft E^ 
tET, # EcfER ETEt qq RWTcT ^?ET 1, qq EE It 

ee qqqf t q?tf Effqqr e# Ii 

E? eiet Rj eete e| tET-sr? qq e^t 4f ee qqqf t 
Ret-Iet eH 1, 0l)Rtq eH qr^T an tfrtt 

1 1 eRReReT ee TTEE ETE ?TT 5JETR q| Rj 

E^r 4t ee qqqf ^ Re Rrte et ^ e| qj4 g i 4 R>ie, 
qqrq qqqf q^ Re wft qtt 1 <m: EiRqqqrTil $\ q? 
q^R Re^t Rw Ii 

(ii) 

(qj) 6HI^ 'JldEM =hl, # R. 16/11/2007 feldl 

ET, EETE q>l4 ^ %E RRfE ^EIE EETE ER% ^ 
ETC, OTE EMETE ExTE ^ ETEcTE ^ REER rf q^E 
q^t E4 ET ETET ET 7!E ET, 

22,94,396/- ^1. ^ feEE ETE ReTE Elft ER RqT 
ET (1# 41-1 (g. 125- 126 /EEWH) Rte 4 a^RH 

^ eete qq4 ^ fcTE eeW 4 ^n| e| RIer qj^E 
4tqq0it ^ etst EEiT qq Rq < u i Ret eet 1 1 eee 
Rete 4 q^i 4Rq>3it qq Rtqa eet io4qj 

qqW 4fqq ski eete qqqf ^ Re Re ee eee qq 
<4Ui qiOq^l ^ Ret eet 1 1 Re ee eete qqqf ^ 
EEf 4R eee Rete 4 Re ee $ 1 

(q>) ef '3trR Rj tf -sfr 1 1 \ t w qqqf q^ Re 
eeR 4 ett| e| yqji< q| q)4 g i *fRq0Tf ^ et| 

EER qi Re 22,94,396/- q^ Re ETE-RETE 

(E^Rd t-l) ant RjET ET, E^TcT 11 # 0t 1 1 \ t 
qr4t 4t fe yq>i< ql ete qq eR ant Elf Rtet 1 
e^IRc 4r-i ee> ^idRqi eR qr 'If eiRe t^e t 
E-|t eti ef 0tre4 t ert 1 Rt tn eR, 

qiRqqqvfif qf qm tt e|eti 


(ts?) ^ oRt sRskI ski <h^t er 4 q^ ete, # «t 
4f t\ % 9,49,316/- qq R. 05 / 12/2007 (<j. 
127 /mkiek) qq ete Rete (E^lRd 4t-2) ant 
Rjei, Rmt ottieh ^ eete qqqf t <h*ePect 
RR dE EER, ‘ ETEET^ EER, ExTE Et Ie TRft T# 
EE Tqqf qq az^KT qqiiET EET 11 010: tl «3Tt 4t t 
SKI ?E REE 4 RjE EE 0Tt4 ETET RETE 4 ^TETET 

eet e? 'Srrdq R Rer er% ^ Re 

et| et Rt e| qr^E ERee eeEt 1 ^n| e|i eeIR 

(te) 4414 4)l4f 3> ETE 9,49,316/- If Re R. 

25 / 12/2007 If ete Rete qf qR t RIfe 1 Rt 
otetete ql qr| er Rq? eret eft eet t e ee t 
ski Rqfftr sr et R^t et^e Rett eet 1, ^lf R> 
Elf 1 1 q? If RRte Rtet otktt 1 Rj eee ^ efR 
aiFrlf/qR^ tqqarf If etottet, eee frt ei| et tf 
e| qqfcr Ifqjioif If EETE-qqqf ^ Re cThtet eft i 

t E EE If filTl Rqfftr Ft ^1 ^TETET EET, off EtTE 
^ tetRre eR oTFiarf/E tIe Ifqqorf ^ epR 4 ^tp^ 








.[‘‘TFT III—4J 


HKd PI TRIM 3 : qRnPHH 



Hlft qT # Hi^ 4)^1 ’Tf c t)]'3fr ft f?R ftqH TO! qi 
TOTOT 41, ?H#q TO 4 94,90,443/- 5. ft ftR 
ft^T UWd Rb^P P, ^RT qq PRTi? 4R4 4WI 11 


qqro 4 hr Wm tot #4 qr (q^fod #- 2 ) 

qftTR 4 ft. 17/12/2007 PT TO (lift'd #-3) 
ft)41d HtR RTH 44 ^rrO ft 41 P, ftl<# 3## 44 

H^ 41 ft 4)4 u I #44 q4 qiqXR TOR 4 TgX ft pq 
HP HHft TOR if 41 # 41 # 4 ft. 21/12/2007 
pt to to 4 to p (q#lftq 41-4) #h4 to 

ftp PH SIT ft) TOR- 

qjjqf ft ftR U^4ti 4)4°! ’iftl'# ft qTq?R TOR q4 
4# ft ftror 4 #, # q qn ft tot i 

HP TO4 ft#l W4)!< ftt Tfd P 4)<4cfl H# 44 TO 
HPcfl 11 3R: TO ftp TO TOTT I ft? 41 #1 41 # 
4 21/12/2007 44 TO H#R ftp P ft 
41-1 tR 41-2 ft TOH TOlf# #, # q qH ft TOT 
HTJHlftH # I, 3R: 4 OR TO TOP H# HR Hp4 
ft # q qH 41 TOT ft. 30/12/2008 ft 4h4h qH 

41 qn 5 ^ 4p tor! ft #q h# qq # h4 4)4°i 
ftroorf ft #q ftqfftcT #i, 4 c 1 hm hp# 4 41 hp^ 
ftt top i 


4r (41) 12119/2008 4 ft. 24 / 02/2012 ft 
fftfa ft 4qr 16 , g. 10 4, ftro ft npftq hto 
rrtto t 4 to top I ft "tototoh rto |<ht p, to 

ftd 4lftl4)l 4 TR) HPT cPT | | $<H4) TOR % #q 

ftftpr hpr ft hr! 4)4 4 q4 t qqr to#h 44 h^ 

#, # q qH ft tot to4 h4 h 4 ft to# 

4 sBTpfr f p h# - to or ftnq to ftR I" 
<jprt, tot ftpft ^ 4 tt 18 'jr 11 ^ 
hm4|4 ^^t rthrrt 4 41 q qn 41 f44^T 

ftHT | ft) q? HH HHT ?THR f^ PH TO RTH ^TTT 

qqp ^1 h 4 ^HT'Sft ^ nq, 41 q qn 4l qm ^rfl 

h 4 'Jlf^rPT'Sft ^ <3HcFirF vJTRfl I HT 

H4ti3TeT:^T5^qr41qqH4l qm ftRT 
vJTFTF i%PH4l<3il4l41qRT HTH-ftro 
(q^UftR 41-1 TR 41-2) % '3TcT 7 f?T H^ft 4 RHlftcT 
(£ ?PT 41 <nt 41 41 4 ?r HcfHP HPT, ft) HT^ HT ^1 
h4 p4h ^toll ^ ftR 825.18 '3Prfl4)l 3RTC 
ylciH)^! 4l4)l 5lfrf HR 4 t[ qT 44 ^TR, 41 q qH 
4l 44 'STteprorl ^ oftpfa toU I qr h 41 i 


qrftror 4 ft. 30/12/2008 44 qimgRHT tf. 
41 q qn 41/32/2007 41 <34 4l 41 ^ '3ftpft #41 h 
Htp 'Rp 4 qn 4l qn pr! ^ %q 4)4 h 4W 
thtr ftiete ftR 4t qqlfti qn 41 qn 4 r1 #hh 

03/12/2007 4 TOT |q 4, ?HftR HlftTOT 4 
03/12/07 ^ <£f HHR 4 41 4 q4 qr^Hlftcf ^ 
411 HRR-HRf, 16/11/2007 4 20/11/2007 TO 

^ aRftr % 4 hh 41^r4l4lTOftRHq4TOT 
4 ftp4 qn 41 qn 4 Rf 4 to^h h^I 4 i 3t?t: tot 
pqftr 41 %q qftqrff qr to p4h 4>pt tot hto, 


4141 I TOT 41^ TO 3ffRlftcT ?r 4 q4 Pi HTt 44 

4)4h ^ HFlft 4 41 TOPH PTTI 


qftqrc 44 H? H4) ’jfl TR? 4 ftRPR I qq ?4 
<Ht4)4)i< ftRT tot 11 hto 4 qlqqr 41 q qn 41 itrt 
'jpjnlftH q4, qro ^ ^qiftpr qr4l TOPl/q^H 
ApI ^ HP# 4 TTHlf# 44 I tot 4li 4 mt qr 
# h^ qpftr 41 pr4 ^ hp# 4 qqif# 44 I tot 4li 
4 ht 4 qr # h^ 4)4 u i 4l<i)i'34 ^ hp# 4 to! q4 
P^HlftcT # 11 TO 4, R4TO % Rl4 #, 41 q qn 
41 TO 30 ftHRT, 2008 # HTt qq # p4r 
4ftq34 % %q ^rf4gftRT qr pqft[ 825.18 TOtl44 
TOR # 03/12/2007 4 30/09/2008 TO # TOftr 
$ ftR ftqftcT ftRT PH 1 1 ##T qrR, qiftfPHH 4 
3T41H 4RHI I ftT 16/11/2007 4 20/11/2007 
to 44 TOftr ^ f4q qftqr^R 4144 qft hr # 41 q 
qn 41 ski '3#n§ftnr qr 825.18 3 th444 tor 
to 4 44 ^nft qqp p 4 qqfftr artepn 4 

03/12/2007 4 30/09/2008 TO 44 TOftf ^ ftR 

q^ro Mf4r hr4 hto Hit-yro qq 15 / 09/2007 
4 30/09/2008 to # TOftr ^ 4 hh ^4 |q 
TOHftq qqi41 # toh qr ftro ftp pi 


q?HRlft41qqH4lTO ^ jHiftd qr, 

qro-qpf ^ %q q4 ^ hp 4 to^pt h^I I, 4ht 
ft hih4|4 3to RTqpq to hph ph It tor-hr! 
^ %q ftftR q4 ^ phr 4, qiftpRR 4 pgnfrr 
qqp qr# 44 '3Fj4q ftrqr tott I ft h# qr # h^ 
4)4h ^ftrpl ^ hp# 4 fft% tor-hr! 4 tort 

ph p, 825.18 qpr4q4 tor # qr qft qftn 4ftr 

qft to '3TTOT ht# ft# ft ftpq 4 hpj^ ftl pq i 


qftqR 44 qpftr ftro ft ftpq h41 11 tor hr ft 
#HH q4 ft HP 4 HHTOT q4, HrP ft RlftlR 4#1 
4#r ftqq^/^Trofl/Htftft^i pift 4 nqftp li to 
q4 ftl HrP tot h# qr # h^ qftH-ftqrT'# qr 
ft# # qftftrlrf 4 HT^H# ftqr W H4PTI 
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TOPT ft fikld SRlf^rF y)4°l-*?l‘W TOST ft 

ft y yy ft srcr softer yftror yff ft tot ft #t 

y PB ^TOB 30/12/2008 Eft 'Stfft^TOTT H. ft y 
yy tf/32/2007 - ft ft ft ft ft Praffttf & 
#fti TOTS TOFT $ ter ERfTOT Tft ft 

tot, 4t-n yfr ft tot i i 


y TO ftl Eft ft. 31/03/2005 Eft srfft^TyT 
RTOT 39 ft TO T3S 2.17.1 ft TOJTOT (TOf, 2005 
% 3^*5 fttfrf pTSTT-pTEpfl), TO Ph41 41dl t 

PB 4ey ftcy/rf ft Ptf^TR ST^B 

dTPlt^jftcf 2ift ft Mm ft \3TOT®T 'T^t flcTT ftftl 
pypT ft 3xFf TO^TO I4tci|cj y^d TO dTOi! 11 
^Frft TO TTO 2.17.2 ft TOpTR TO TOftn PFPTT 
TOTT f PB Wsm 5R^T TOft ft TOI-TOT WWlfad 
TO, ciTOf '3TMT TO TO TO) Eft TOftt I, TO 
TO PB TO Eft 'JffrR ^T ft ^Pl^Pld 3R ftjfl 
^TFTT |l ftw TO yRTO ft fay ftt $ft ft ft SRI 
Htdld ft^TT TOT err, TTOT qR u HH 31? T?T pB ft. 
30/12/2008 Eft SlftgtHT 1 ^ IJ ^ 

<ft/32/2007~ ft aft ftl 3 Eftftty TOR ft f&TO 
*dl$<i jjppT (yRT TOTft ft ^1H) ft PBy TO Epjftf % 
f^TT TOT 3j?d) yy Trf^PTPT ft M«iftcT TOTR PmiRcf 
ERft ft fay ft I OTcT: tHTt TOR RRT *fi? TOT yft 
ER TT^fjcIT fft d<+d yftftftdyi dftdld Hldd 3 ft BTT^ 

ftft ll 


<m: to toto I ft ip«ftftd ft-ii ft y 

TO ftt 3RT OFT^flftcT TOf ft HR, PlWKT TOfa ft 
I y ft yTfft^RT ft. 3 y TO ftt/32/2007 - 
ft ^ ’fl ft ft. 30/12/2008 5RT 3lftgf^T Rt 
% HFT, ^TT ft # <3Tt ^fl fiKI ftqi W 11 
W? er^TT ft urPtb I ft ft ft ft ^ ^ 
Epftf” ^ ftc[ Plft*? y^ER Pfqfl^cT er% cpf 
EBtf jrftTFi y^cF ftyT 11 


'3TT: TERT % v^fTEIR 3T ^ pT^RT ft^l 41 dl ^ ft 
Rt % HFf, 5ft cjcpTFf HIM^I ft 4?^ ft^ 4Tft 

ivftY^z ft-u ft y ^ ft srt afjRftfta Tft ^ 
yn li ft q ^ ft srt ^Pr^t ft. ft y yy 

'ft/32/2007 - ft ft ft ft ft. 30/12/2008 $ 
v^crftd ^ yFf 41^ Ej^ft c^j 

qxH E& WT ^ iqftft ORTR | cim TER 
yPT Eft 'SR^ftR er ftyj 4RT ^Tlftr | 



yy 'ft tpr Efirft, 03/12/2007 ft yrH ftcfT ft 
ftE^r % wi ft Eft yy >ft t^t ^p-ft % 
eftft y<ft ?ft, 9xid ft y yy ft| ft 

fcflT fftM ft ms 2.17.1 ft 2.17.2 ft oftpfa ft 
?Tcft ft TOR <R y^M ft cKft fftftfftT Eft | 
Epffift Mxid yift yr ft c B't u i ftPBT^ft yr yplffty 

EBlftt tt% sift er |^ ^Ppr to Eft jj? 
yi4dl Hid ftl 5j|tr ^jft 825.18 '3RrftEft ^MT RpF 

di4 u i ftPBr yfft ft^r 41 ^ ERft eft oF^yfft ftt 4iy i 


to ^yift Eft ft^jiT g^jy yprft ft %y 

TOTiyift ^y 'Jiddldl I cRlT y^BKIrH'-h ftfa ft W^T 

11 o^diy-EBift to Eft IddPid PByr 11 to: ?ft 

yro Epjft ^ Piy eft^ y^B fftyfRa er% ^ ffty 
Eft^ ytdN yt^d yftt PByi 11 


yiftyR y^r yft TOiRffty ^ ?rit 5 ft h^ki 4idi 
1 1 ftw ift ttr y^ftEy fftyr 4r ^yy %, yft ft yiy 
ft yyy^y yft (y^Pid fti-11) ftEr^r jr^Fft/EBfty 
ftPBBft/yrftftdl 3TTft ft ^ I, ft TO ft R#Ry ft 

1 1 ft yft, to set yift yr y^ Epftty ftpBT'Sft yr, 
Pr yr yfaRd ^n^T-y^R yyyft yftl ti% ft ^y ft 
TOT [ftyi 4T y?T i, Wl Eft dy TTETRft I y 

ft ft, Hxld fiKI yd^d ^Epf <rUMd/'HI^| 5RTR ft ®ftO 

ft tor yr ypft yr ^ y^ yj^i ftPBBft ft fey yft 

fftEfc Eft 11 




snPwy 5^i d*R Eft fRebr Eppyr Pb yror Eppft ft 
toPt ft ftPn yypRT yff ft tot ft totst yft, to 
ski yjft yr ftt y? hj^i ftPBi'Sft yr y^t ft[ wrr 









[FFT HI—TsFS 4] 
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^R =44H MrM "did 4>1 PrNt Rdl ^TR % 

4"<^rJ f^R RT '3 : lfcrf^FcT flqTC ?4 4kl4 RR J 3 cIM 

?r 41 t# 44 rt p^t 4 qm Fm rr, 4 % 
W 4f#T RtPT RRT sitt 4t RFj4 ^T 4 
4^ 3R X4l ^ f I 


d^cf) t, Ml 14 ^4d: qq 41 qq Riqf 4 feR 
15/09/2007 4 qfFT 4 4 I 44 SKT OT gRtRrl 

qft =FT Mdd RT MWI4, Ml q qq 41 4 4 

feR ^T, 2007 44»TT 7 iqrqn4qqq41SRT 
OTRTH: 3TpI^f4T 4t gRTiq 4 qqefa 4 TOjq f4q 
^ tfl J ld-M^) 4 '3TRIR qx 11 

5TcM-4^f, qq 41 qq qi4 %T q^t f I SnpRfRT 

3TcT 4 d£Hd fjqi f4> qdTd--qi4 ^fKT WKdldi I, 
f^FT q4 9lf4t1 0444) (s<4 44 t cRIT q? ^Ff XfTKf 
I I dkd qq 4! qq «t)l4l 41 '3TRT? i l c f)Cll- 4l <JXT qx4 

4 Pr Prslq w\ 4 {^rt^T 41 qi qrf <rx Ml qf 
^4 u i rtaiq oidici-4)i4l 4 Pr FFTFft’ qMt qif4 wt 
§q 'dd’HM =4 di^d 4qxr 4 1441 4t 41qq qx 
Pi^mi rt xi4, Piddl % •Jid'MM =4, 4dci 4 fexR>4 

4 ffqq RT Xl4 q4 'deldid FRTFTTcT 4l ^rRP 44 4 
5RRTT RT q4 I 

4 q qq 41 fM sfrPt jrh qp f4 MM qMq-Mfqq 

srfcT HR <$m 3Xr4 kx4 4 feR 825.18 3Wft41 

sbt 41 ft q qq 4! 41 arf^pR ^ 
16/11/2007 4 20/11/2007 cFR 41 vqqfe 4 feR 
efpj 41 qiR i 


7. vfcjF#ter gTXT 3^4 RpI 6 3^T 2012 ^TTT f<lR "HR P4qq Rq4 qq 16 2012 

^rt feqM ^ feR q4 4^ ^r 4t3frM 4 3 r 4 f4RR> 27 arfcr 2012 ^rt snrit 

feu#iqj 4qfr 4t f4F4 q4 fMM ^ f^R rr 4 q^ f4qi^ 1 q^ 2012 gw ■qRRr 3 t4%t 

teT w err i ^rrMrr 4 3?q4 q^ f4q4F 11 q^ 2012 srt aTqqT uRR 4r 4f4cr f4>qr err 1 £ 

I4ck4) r? ^4^141 (4 "4 m ^ k^Piql ■jfk v3qq7 4qqrMReT 4 qfrRnq rt ttr 414 diPiqjjej^ f^r tjtt 

t- 


it>*l "?T. 

4 qF 4t v*ci <£ f44qql qq qft 3it 41 
tfT q4 feiqftyqf 

MI 41 41 Mr qfl ftnkiql 4>f 4 qq Ml 41 
qcT 4 qraT<c 

0 ) 

qifti4>i4>Tii3it $t w cf4 4> qq.tfr. 
q?qTTTfcFfl 4 q^rq rt4 4 feR 825.10 
arRfl^r ^TeR gf4 uiii q4 ^1 q qq 41 
q4 ^rjqlftcr qq q>l y > *i | f u Mi q4 «ii41 
q i P v. qq kd"R q41 f^qr qrr qrq/cfT 
qqffi ?qr qqrq qq4 4 fcR enr^ 

R)4r qrtqqq ‘arlnq Ri«f 41' qq ‘crt f4r 
Mxid ^1 4>4 u i qtqqq d^l Ml 4pq> qq 
41 qq 4 q>Rrf 4 ferq <t>4 u i 4tRrq qi4 
iq eft 4 Mil Ml 3il 41 41 q4 q!41 
crgqpn trit £ re qr^41 4ttt rft4 4 

fcHq M?-qqr 41 qq gql^rq 4 f4q rMr 
qt^rq u did 4 curt #. 41 14? 

3IMHHv)H47 t\ Ml 41 41 21 4 

lifted rtMI qtqqq. q^l 

qrTRf PmroM 4 rMri q ?lcff i 
anqifcFMfcr q4 4*sr4 Rq, Rfrq 4 q^rars-T 

825.18 ^dMc^l ^Id'J g'HK ddl4 «frl Ml 41 

41 Ml qq q4^ 4lf%rcq qMl i q4Tf4 
qq4lf4q 41 -1 qq 41-2 qfq f4q^41 4 
4tr4q hti*i 4 qRTF—qqqf 4 f4q q>*i^i: 

22,94.396.00 ^). q4 9,49,316.00 ^>. q4 FTF 

q4 Ml, \4 qq4 givi 41 qif Mdi 41 g?4^ 
qq qq Uc4qj ®qt4 q4 f4qqRq4g> qciidPt ^ i 
qi'jqq 4. qqifrftq 41-2 qfq f4RR gfr 
giffcq 4 qrq, 4 qq Ml 41 w 4 q^Mlkq 
41-3 qq f^. 17 - 12-2007 Ml 41. 41 Ml 4 
qrq qqfl f4?n qr. f4qr4 qq ar4W 41 q^ 
Ml 14 q^M qtqq4l qq RTqdq qqiM M 
r?q 41 qqq f4^ vi^r4 qjqrq 4 Ml 41 41 

4 fe. 21 - 12-2007 q4 Rnsflf^q 41-4 qq 
qrrfl f4qr. f4q4 qcM^q f4qr qqT an 14 
qqfq qqqf 4 f4q q^qq qr^R— 4tqq41 q4 
mijde xyq MM 4 f%qR M q^. Ml q qq 41 


llW l^rz-Lj 
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5 

1 

oikn £ 471 fft ft \ r M 7ft 'ft IfcT ^ TeTcft ft 
38,22,038/— 75. 3T4T fftpj s). 7ft 3ft ftf eft, 
yifcrarpJT ftlft ft 447"T, ftt q xpi 
ift gTTT ft 3F^ftftcT f^fr ftcfT 4* foP* y^TR 
•Tbft eMTT 714uTT ft cl^TT cpftft ft 

EFPjf^ Tift 4>7 7T4nTT! 

(iv) 

ft tjjftiy ftt44ft 4fT4 3T7T 15-09-2007 ft 

■yift yv ^fr ^ aft vmr €) ^ w 3 

03-12-2007 ft 30-09-2008 <T4> 4>V 

3T4RT ft ftp? U?Ic45 fttrfftcT 457ft 7T44. 
ftTTT ft? ftt Tf TT^ xfr ft fc. 17-12-2008 
ft SflftST ft ftTT 11 (7) (^) ft ^747 
7T44TT ft, 15-09-2007 ft 30-09-2008 
44? 4?I 3T4fa 4? fttTH MTft 47 ftft 4?T 
cl Ml cl 4ft T TPfT "ft 1 

art Ift eft 4ftft *ft 47 y-mReT 4ftf 4>7 
V14nTT ft. urt MMftfa yifa4>7 u l 4T7T 

aryrtftct yftf ft. 3icT: tp4^ tppt 

(16-11-2007 ft 20—11-2007 cT4>) ft 

yufeTeT eft TJ TTif ift jJTTT 3T5*rtf^cT 47t ft 
1TPT ft 3PJ7TT7, 4Tft TV eft *rft 44^ 
ftt443rt aiarhi; Try artery RwRV ygr 44 
Rpr ft fcPj 4 j'4 u t yt44 nrsT 4ft 

^Tfifupn 4R4T 3-ift fePJ 4PSft ft cT^TT 

31RT45 7lf^T 4ft yfcl^fcf 4>ft\ 4ft 4* ^ eft 7ft 
(TR URT f^. 05-03-2010 4ft MHeft ft 3T4T 

4 ft ^ aft 1 vft art ftt ^ ft fePf ftt 

Gl^rft i? fft> 4? ftt 3 cTRy 4ft TT^T Rfft 

45^, "eft Rfj ft ^ 7ft ftt tfef ft Opn 73Tft ft 
>ift 3ft ift ?ft eTRT ^7T VPT4 ft7-4>Plftt ftn 
ft 7^5 '4T? 7V44 4^ t, Wfft -4lffttpl 44 

PtMdKf & 4,44 ft i 


8 1 16.11 2007 ft 20.11.2007 445 TTTcftuI c lR‘4M i ft ftt 4?t CilcTf^f cf>T TTlfftoT 457 ft 311^4 7T. 

^fr^TTqrfr/ 63 /2005- vfr^^Wcfr 25 3T44ft 2007 ST7T 4RTC4 ftftip 474T4 ft 31W4-5 (fftfe w) ft 

3lftfa ?ftg 5.1 3 WRcT q7ef[RTT tm? W7 lVl44 ft>- 


(75Q ft) 


354 

4. 

ft^ft 


"47 T^y ft ft 

1. 

47R4ft?f ft4 ^.vftftf^OR *\4 
3imcf R44R, lJ4/ft.ft4re 




RlUfRef 4,fft4 y’TR 

yfft MTeft 3(5>44t 'vjvnm fftwn 

5.000.00 


tftffeft y^TR 

uRt cT4 

210.00 

2. 

ftOR ftF^i 3IcTrsftl ^ 

tR yfft Ete4 315441 47144 (^77fT 

25.000.00 

3. 

4>ftcrf mitrin' 4Tdft "44 7^114 

47 yRl ifTbfur 4t44 yfft ETCT 313T4T 
47T^T RtMT 

13,300.00 

4. 

qMJeTC ^4 3F4 c(i“4 

47 yfvl cTT4 Ufel ERT 31ST4T 7T7T44 

rftTvrr 

350.00 

5. 

4>i4v qvftte 

47 yfcf 444T7UT yfft ERT 31ST4T 
47r44 fft77H 

560.00 

6. 

VoT ^ eft 4t45ft4 \ T 4 ^117-4^4 
•it<44 RT5T4T 




<4417 

yfft 7 rr^ yfet 0 uft 4 ft meft 3iar4T 

4V144 (ftTTTT 

12.000.00 



yfft 3lfftft4xT ET7T1 3T51T4T 4 714>l IftRlT 

1500.00 


1^45 4R ft 44R MTV 

ufft VVf 

1000.00 
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8.2. 3 ^ feR Wm djk Hf^'<?45 MRcf 4Rft fPJ 3TT&T U 

(ftw*pfl/32/2007-#ftftM fft^T4> 17 fftW? 2008 £RT ^ 2.5 4> (iv) ft MRcT m ^cl t4> 

MR^leH ^ fcPJ Z 7 ] 5RR ft)ft R>s I?:— 


(7R ufcT TFT TjfcT WT 31&M vRT4>T WT) 


3 R'i-M'i 2007 "ft 30 Rld*«N 2008 c14i 4 ft 3T4® ^ felk| 

30 Rld*«H 2008 7ft «tK 4 ft 3]c|Rl ^ feikj 


dftfa 

fft^PIlftl 



(^0 ft) 

(3I.^T. ft) 

(^0 ft) 

825.18 

19586 

560.25 

16280 


9.1. T n T ^ ft <nt is 2012 4ft ^ 7ft ^mfcPi ft OTotf^ra 4ft ^ afti 

^44lf ft, ftWltfltft cT&TT fto vjIhi ^Rbddlai 4>. 9T§c|c [cilft^ ft A+dfclRsn Plck'i fft>7J afc— 

tplxfh g^FT ^THT 

(i) . ?ft to STtt fftto srt ufaPito fftpj 4nft *r 4ft^ angfoi z$ # i 

(ii) . T4Tft 4RT 10 «ftcTPi crftt 4ft 3 » aft I TRlftftpT 50 Z^ fttHFi ^ 3T^8TT 

4R7TT 11 3TcT: F4ft wft^I 4> f^ <ft Z 7 ] fftRlft m f^i 5 ) | 

(iii) . F^ft 4ftftFT ftWsTH'ft 4> TfiaT 4^ WsftcTT WP T 4> 31f4R RfiW 2007 ft fft^lft T? eft 

z$ ^r wfft?r 4ft aft #? \cfrm wft tf> fefq ^ 01 , 35 , 000 /- 44 ^tctr taT air 1 

(iv) . ??4T ^nfefftt 4 ft T? ullft tfft ^TeTT? ft) 4^ aft I \Tflft fftfe WH T? eFR 4$ ^TeTT 

aiT | ftlrT eft 4R7R ft TTeRfr 4ft aft | 4f?T 44^ fa ftfcfrftftt 4I?ef4 eft fal T? ^nft ft 4?ft, far 
4RT xJcPT £TT | 

(v) . ^jfa ftta fafa4 fal^T 4ft <F4 4R ft41, ^frie^ ?ft 44T4 44ft 7f> ftp? ?4lft 4RT ftl^T wft 

<54t Tfft (^*1 Id 4R4T T5T ajT | 

(vi) . 4? ?R4 fa mR^JIcHI 7f> ftp? fa?lft oft ^ ^T WI 44ft 7f> ftp? ^TcT 4ft 

4ft aft ^FPR fft4T4 4ftt ftt ^epmi WftTP ^^Tt^ftfePI^ftf^^^T 4^ft 7ft 
feP? ^ft^FTeT 4>t 4Tlft 4Ffeft ^ftt ^ ft! cFF^ ^ftft | 

(vil). 'Hleftvjl qRxjlcHH (ft^fftd ^fftsPeR ^ 11 ^jjft ^ 73?R ftfeT efft ^frFTT TRPft^T Rf^TeFT 4ft 

3Tftarr 4p ftftn ti 

(viii). • ar^ftlRd 4ft ^ W<R 2007 4R41efftf 7ft feP? ft) W\ 4 ft 4fp? I 












f'qFT III—'*3^4] 
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sNt ^fWftr ¥. g rate 

(j). F7T tld-HE ^ McMftfR R)^X u f uRT f^TT 11 

(ii) . tflcT 4F vf#T W \3rFTr dcRH ^ sft| vjM 4H ; ,WT £ HI$dC ST7T cTTCT FR ^TTI 

5fcT:, WT 77 TO 47J6T ^ ^ 3TSW ^eT ^ ^ ^ 3r 3^ 

ifT | ctanR WT 3 <5FT s>IT ftcT ^WfT cRf W STTCnf^xT ®TT1 ^Fft 

Tjcfcrcff cf>t ^pfrarr 4R^ ^ <F7 f^n ^ i "STFft M vi^cixE tt^t 

sftl 

(iii) . FF ^ff ^ TOte ^TSTcTT fcfRT^ W TffefrM ^ 7t 7R3; ^ 11 ^ 3F7^ ^RjjtR 

FTFHt 77 SRI7 FTJyf ^ 3R TRRtl 

(iv) . w ^r W 37 2007 3 kh ^ ^ sft i wso^e ^teni 5 ^ ^r ^ 

feR c^cfd SftTcE 2008 4 TR^f ^7 cfF Pl u f^ IdR ®TT I c£H^h 4) ^ fcT7F77 2008 4 SET^IT 

R% £| 

(v) . 3 ftTRR 2007 77 W&. F7FH ^ ^ ^ ^ Rft TtfeM^T ST?T FRft ‘I'tjel 

cf>t 7n| | <RHHH 4 7>0 13300/- tffxT 7RI ^ fjRF ^ yHT7 MRd R? ^1 

(Vi). 16 ^RR7 2007 tRT3TteTT7 4 7*] 13300/- tffxT 7RI cf>t ^7 f^tl^cT <F>t Jljf ^ft ^4et 

FFT^ FFT7 cTT 7 ^ Ftfft I StlTT 3i^f^a ^7 TfTTt^R 3 f^7TR7 2007 ^T 2TT Rt 

FRT^ FRcf 4 cTP^ Fiff FRT i 

(Vii). FF TfefrM ST7T cfft 7>0 1,28.87,762/- ^ FFT ^ 7^M 11 

9.2. ^0 ^77 ^fe t R ? fp? r yiF^TE fcTf^'^F 3f[7 ffe^! T^H^m ^ cjTP^t cR^efr 3 SRRSTt ^ 

<i>t ■ersrrfcT ftj tt^t ^ <7^ I^rr 3tk \3R^ ^itt ^fc^ rft tr fm ^ wit sfr | 
TT^fxT $ ^RFFdWt ^T71 ^ TR ^RR3ff ^ TRRfRT ^ ^ dlfd^l 3 TfT^T f^TT W £- 


\ 


yenr ^ &qt7 

13-11-2007 

— 

^'^>7 'XR rfr ^H^llfef^fr ^ 4>l-cTR Hxl-1 ^ 41^ C1*I7*H5 7T 

cf^R <51x711 

15-11-2007 


t^rTT ^ i|l^de FT7T uTFTO ^RcT ^ 7N7 77 4x11 *7 vlcl'Min cll^ll 
^PTT xRTI Mld^M <f7t T^FT f^RTT RRI | 

f^Tf ^ 4T?. Fe^T FT^ 3TR ^T JUU\ Wt$ 

(^iRi4>i4)x~if fttt ri^ 7 ftrzn rrt) *niT ^>r ^ %T7n RcRTR ^ 

f^fife j^7JT TfRfT xra-F Fe^ 7R RTeRTRT ^7 ^f°T Rt^T3lt 

TlFRcfT 77 FTF7 f^TcTT 7 TRT1 

24-11-2007 

— 

^5FlT Pl<fjlel^ ^ tf»l^n»T 4x1*1 ^ dl^llcH 4> TcHi 

T^RT F.3H l 


379 "? ^ 
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5-12-2007 


17-12-2007 


21-12-2007 


15-01-2008 


23-01-2008 


13-02-2008 


02-04-2008 




T ft~1 - TO A 7 ltxET XPTrV 22,94,396/— Xfi, qft RPT qft 

- qiEhtH+Tlf SRT 3TgT ^Ff Tli] 


jbg - TO/^ft xft & A ar RiR«ki xt*tr 

9,49.316/- 4ft *lf*r qft 15-01—2008 qft 3T5T qft _ 

^f)-3 - ^irqitM^TiIcjTF A ttr ^ hpt uft R? chRre ^rfa>T msi 

xrartf A rs/ ^ wr? i 

x ftn4 — ^?ft xft 3 vjjqi«( f^rr R? xj if?j gRT an.’rH^ 

tRff we ^ xar ytcftcfl ttt grtft 4ft ^r^tfl i 






MEiiancjcikiaiPm^Bjmlig^cAstjipAjp 


07-04-2008 


08-01-2009 


08-07-2009 


06-08-2009 


02-03-2010 


05-03-2010 


05-03—2010 


05-03-2010 


10-03-2008 



fi 11 | §>j gj pH 




Ti—9 — A RR—6 xft—g RET 4>t RR^EfT HMcl |HJ, 

TRltere w?A 4ft ^ X? Tpr Ift <A\ apftcf gfti _"_* 

^—10 - <ftw XT TTJT *ft A xft -6 xft —0 A A Wn^ET 

R^it \ r '4 1708 amftaft ^sranr ?Rr uei qft qxinxj 825 apRtaft ^Tcrc 

oRi 'Mci qft ^A *re qj*Ri dtfti g^rRl q^rPfaKui f^ni _ 

4xM A *ft—10 <ft XJ X^T xft ^ 3TTR?T A 3EJ*TK, 

«I>R*C< A Rq>C u l V'ttl.d RrtTf, RltiA 3S.93.164/— qft *TET qft 

A xft-io an^TT A aFprre . ftwi xhfcrt Rett, 

Rr?r4 ?t«hi gxj 4dmi w fa 4* mi xrrRr qFq?r 

38,22,038/— ^t. ^ | ^fT XEJTTC ^ 71,126/ — 4>T afcR 

(38,93,164/- - 38,22 ,038/- ^>. = 71.126/- ^» ) afT | 

ttr A 4K A srqr3 ra A *TFrr fa A~q xnfa qfaer 38 . 22 . 03 a/- 

#1 __ 

A xft- 11 , *ft-i2 tft -13 A wrarr *ft xtr^t fax* <TTfa 
4RdR^ TtflUl faami xnr ^fa I 







3TR1 - 4TR A ^A A TI FT A TTRT cPTC^ XiRm XR^T f^IT, RrpI 

AA\ ^ gfl ar^EPft ^ Rpr azn^r grr f^rr ^tot stt i _ 

A an^?r ttRct R^tt Rri^ to ^A f?nf?T 

xfRTT R» ^4? WcfT dtei^ wTHf TT^TT «li<jf ^ tR 

aifrR ^<*\4 $ 'qlYpr 4K A R^ ^nfWi A f^n x gn pn 1 

<4 1 fan 1 <W STTT ^ ^ 9S ^ qfr £ 3Ten4T. 

to ^rntr A Rr^^i A ^riRrerFFvif ^ ^ptt A 3 

qF[ >nRr, snur A> Rjxj qR -qmidq gT^r M)Rid Rt?tt n^T, xilcl^Rf' 

^>11 if 3 »RiR«m A t*A y^Ii 

VJ’H'IJ 4TK W ^RdT -4ld|tn?l 4Y.XFT. TTfEcET ^ WTCf aTcPT—3TcPT 

tiR^gY A A fcrxf arraT trail ?rr ^tpiR m ar^ tiRterf A 

^ ^ I ^141^ As glYH. '^Ildldd A aj? Rtjjt R? 

’fRrtRrd ■&, 03-12-2007 A UHI^r ^ aft. am: HH»ftq 
^jldlef if ^ 4 >)tIRt 4tH qft Rrtir R> 16—11 —2007 ^ 

20 - 11-2007 cr^ qfr arqffer A gt?R tft v t^h tft 

3RTftRtT ygRld A ^TPT XRd.c1 qR‘ q?ftR> ?ft xr xm xft ^ 
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gffttftid 3nft?T (ipgftftR - ftl-io gft it- 16 ) ft 3rggm, ftfttftm 

g^M dtgp dTST gdT7 03-12-2007 ft UdTftt lg 1 

10-10-2011 


illP^.t,|«l)cff ft 16-11-2007 ft 20-11-2007 dg> ftt 3RftT ft ftfg 
gdftld ftt g gd it ftt 4Kdfag> srgftl^d gg ft 3PJgTTg. dft git 
gftg^igr Rgft ft fen? Wtt ftft ft fen? on^ g 10002/2011 didg ftt 

d^TT ftt it ftt SKI dtft gft dsf 38,22,036/— gj. gft glftl ftt 

ft feTg Rtf7T ftt dfd gft ?RTT gR ft Relftt ft dlfi^lgRTf 
SKI 3RT gft dlf | 

29-10-2011 


ftt it ftt ft ftwft'i ygfi,d fftgr d^TT ang 1 (it) ft*r fftgr, 

fuRlft 16-11-2007 ft 20-11-2007 dg> gft 3 RRt ft fthfTd ddfeld 
ggt ft did ggifg dg ^ 1 gpjftfftd ang 1 (it) g.4i ft arggng, 
gdfgr-dte dpgr gdTg 13,300/- g>. dfcf ftd T an, «Wft» g|fdg>|g)df 
gft 825.18 aidftftt ^Tefg (32,222.30 go. dfcT ftftr) 3RT gigft ft fed? 
dR^g FtdT g^T | dlf^Rdgmf gTd f^. 01-08-2009 gft Vgcjd fftg dg 
gfgTit TPRT—dd gft ft^ft | 



g|Rl4)|g>Tlf, ftt it ftt dlgl did gft di 38,22,038/- go. gft aifllg? 
grftr gft gTggr gTRT grgft ri gra ft dan gft gR ft diRi4>ig>Tif sigr 
defftt ft 3RT gft d^ 1 


10.1. grggd ft, fttafrftfftt ft argftd I^rt w &tt fa <r? ?r mfftgRd g> wi-w fto fagi 
Afandti!i fts ft. yi$ck feiRl^ / fto ftftdT \tT1hRim ftt fadRg 2007 ft g?ft d<w ddt ftt wiftln fag gnft 

ft g?ft ftt 3Tdfft ft feH? 50 dd ftcTTft ^cT ftt eft dftt ft fag faddT ddlft ft fag ^ gRT fag dg d?TdTd 
gft Ug ffa d gRft ft fen? gwftftt gflffq ftftl ftt3Mft ft d? STgftg ftt fadT W &4T fa ^dfaft ft M 
3TgdT affcfd yfrRTR ft 3lk ddftt gg5 gfa % fagf ftfaddRT ftS ft. gT?ftd fafftfts / % ?fedT gfttdfag gft 
ftft | fto fttRT ftfaddfa ft? ft. ilf^cfd fafftftg / fto ijfagl gftldfftg ft 3Tg^R faRT ddT ®IT fa ft ftlfttfttci ft 
3lfrR qfeld K gg 3Tgftt fagfaft ftft afa ddgi g^ gfft fttaftfaft ftt ftftI dfa fttdtftftt afa ftgdfttfttgel 

§RT ftftt gft gpTT ft gftft 3RR gig vfTT^ I dt aifftRgrl ^ddT/'tgkftgRU| r fa fa cl ft, ft«RJ ^TBiff ft dlft dngft I 

7i? jftufa fcRT w ®it fa fttftt Reft git q^RN gg faftdd 10 faft ft fttdg gd gR etdi drftg i 

10 . 2 . d^gd g^ddlft ^r fen? Tp? fftftd ^ 3gjft? ft dR Fdft gd fftdfa 20 ujd 2012 gRT fttaMftt cRTT 

viMftt4tq ef/?fedT git dftfftd fag dg ft fa ftdt ft gM TRRR dP fftfftdd 29 djd 2012 d<P gd 

gR feRT ggg, ftftt ftggd ^ggl^ 3 W# git sft | 

10.3. ifefpM i 3Pri gg ftgicp 26 2012 §rt 3prt g^dR igp «rr i it^tPM i 15 Rrr7 2007 ^ 

31 faFPgg 2007 dg> gi 3Rfe ^ feR 50 dg gteTT^ gg gi gt dgt ^ fcR f^RRT ff»TRt ^ feP? ?g# jgRT 

ftp? gg ggdR ft Rg^T i ftF#Tfed cjwftyf ift 

(i) . dftf gi fftgft gg fti ft feP? idg gftggg gRi ft gg 

(ii) . grig grit giftfe ftt gft 

(iii) . sftr ft ggPTO fti ftt gft 

(iv) . 15.09.2007 ft 31.12.2007 dg? gi 3Rfft ft fftft gi gfcf 

(v) . gaPT ^RI gpfg ftRT W mftftg? ggdR ftdTg^ 31 2007 

(Vi). fti ftgRg ft. 51 gg 54 ftftg) 29.06.2007 
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(vii). ft ft arft^ ft wft ft fto Mfttro-ftarre ft rfw to 25.05.2007 afa 

02.06.2007 

(viii). ^tTT# arjftftw ft 3 gWR TO fftTOf Wft ftt g* WIT ft fa? ftfeftftft ftt fftft?T 
ftft ft fa? yiftn TO?t ^ HM-ftiJ ft?^ -«TOId*J ft WTO Wfft<J>l<t>df ft WTTO 1 
3 TTWT 2009 ftt I 


10.4. tftefrM ft ?w wtot ft wft£m wroiatf w*tt waft ft ^toi^h fftrro ftw ani wgw ft 

TOT fftftcT, fttfttftft ft 3T?ft TO fftTT4> 26 u£-T 2012 ftt ftct ^M^cTfeft, fto fttTO?M?W afk ft%*TT *£fafa? 
ftt ftftt ftt I ft??ftWt?W ft ftfeftftft ft ftfftr yfcl'HK T? 3T?ftt f^#FTT ftteMft ftt TO ftct ftftt 1 j? 3T?ft 
TO fftftf> 2 ^geTT# 2012 £TW ftftt fttl Fft ft TjfcFflTC ?? fttftfttft ft afft faftftft WRT 

^ ft | fttajtftft ft fftftftt ftt? ft?nftftTO ftt fecqrW ftt ftft WTWT^ fftm W t:- 


TTO W 


0) 


ftt aft ftt ^t gm wwi? w? ypfr 


fttift $faqi 'tft)*iftm. <t>ld«i>Tii TO ftwft 
*£*w ftfft-rwki to ftqftt ui$fte faftftw. 

4»l *0-1—3 ft 'MtPirq 4lefl TO-<^ 
W-Ufllfaftt, ftt 82249 ft. TOT ^cf 

4jT 4£H 4R wft i?, MtH ft uftw 4>?ft 
WTO 16.11.2007 4>t 4T10 ft^oT A 7§r^1 

v^t 1 12.5 ftro $m>e mot uTotoft ft 
WFTTO ft TfrR ft TOTWW ft Wc?ft TO 
fWWR fft? fftTT ?ft ulePTFT ?ft WWlft ft 
fa? vJ'tift Hpf — IftftTFT ft fa-H.«1oFJI-1 
4»t HT1-1 4-1<?l1 4f" ^ <lcufl 

^t| uJoRIPT ^ *6i TOT FF,MI*lcicl 

crft ^TR ^ 5TFT ^ 0.5 41 oT 

qf^TO ycTkn ^ hi^c^.mici^i-i 

*^<iy ^ icTRT ^ ^ "TOT, «14 

cJ4> ftj RRTdTe 4ii Midi. vl^H WTO fl<t> 
Miqdc! ^ HK) 4§d «l»*i WTO W? WWT ®TT 
ft? FF viTTOPT ^ f-FTOW A' ^ RRTT | 


wt to 4t w f^Tffrpfr 


«T TO 'Tft ^ TOT. TOFT ^ m^ldd ^>t TOflHT 
f^n; f«Hi hti-1 ^tot 4 d*n«i»Rid ^ ii^ii 
^ TO-^ W^mTfcFft ^ WR^T ^ ^fhft 
a&trt ^ arr^T stwJWr ^rwt t\ «nwi*i 
4\ tjf qroft w t ft? ^ft.ait.Tft.A ?w to>r 

^ an^T ^T TO-T W3T WT t I ^fcT ^ WFFfk 
vjt^ wrmTTO ^ fte-illftl«*>l Wfeqj 
12119/2008 A' ^fr. ^ft.afl.41 €t A wn TO5R ^ 
anetR ^r uro ^ wstot «it 1 TOpfrq 

TOTWTTO ^ WWW gwq g^T WF ®TT f^T Hl^cIC 
^fT *j[i|**>l 'Hdl6*w aft wan ddflH 
^T WRW?. viTTOlW Wft qPTTW WWIddl # I 3IW: 
WF ^WIT uTT WtJnTT t ^ «u(*!l-1 an^T TOT 11 
Tft WTOT 12119 / 2008 ft ^ft.aftftt.^t. 
^TW fft-il«T> 18 vij^fr^. 2009 ^ y Wicf ufft^jd 

tttoto to ftw 6 wtfwH aru^r ^ 

FWfcTT f^TO^^ftTOTftfftaftft^^ 

^TW f^TOF 18 d,d 1^.2009 qft UW^d f^ WTJ 

WfrT^T mar TO wft wfcT TR^cf wft I")_ 


(ii) 


w£\ arwEftw ft ^ttoft ^ 

few^ft qft arr?ra>T 4 ft wan wwriftw 

WRTOTcT ^ Wtpft TOFT ft "Raft 
TOFT ft ?flw arqft wwrwftf ^.ftTOft 
TOT ftt TO 4TOT 4» feFf TO eft W^ 

«l>ft»| fttwift WTffteT ^ dlfft> Mle1<1l-1 ^ 
Rg , tl<i>ft ft«t»i uTT W<£ WaTT Wlft 

viTeTOFT ^ 4*119 ^ feP?, gWTOT I «TTOFT 
6e«M WRft ^ 419 uRPTH 4>t TOFT 
qft 3TTOft TO TO eft W^ 

wtroaft qft wftwwt ft wrft gi? r«ra ft 

FWTWT «n WcfTTi 


(ift) 


«1TOM 9,4 Kl ft *1dl*1HH f^WT ftl 

W4jT Wan 5 foft* Wft H?ITOTW ft WTW ?ft 

ftT aft ift ftt waf ft wtst fftwr toti 50 

TO ftt ftldl'if gW 9left fftWTJ ftt «T>*f**I 

fttroaft ftt tow«twt ft ?w arft^r ft ?w 

fftgr ^A gw ^rft ft ngmdi toft fttt 


WW fftftro fftWT WTWT t fft TO WTOTTfcFft 
ftt TOTW TOTTOFT ^ft ft TOFT ft TOTW 

Rqid Ft to wt TO TO aft? cTwr vsttoft “to 
ftftt ftmKr wt^t <*»?ft wm wan <r>*ft ftd 
ft towT 4ft to ^ wronfcFft ft to ftftt 

f^FTTW ft" <Slell TOT W2IT FW U4>K ft TO ^ 










[44T HI—W 4] 


4Kd 44 0^44 : 





ft4ef 30 <m 4ft ftell^ ^oT 4left 

4Tl*1 4ft *®f u l dt*l7 tffcft eft "If? *l4 
7f*T4n: Wed 4 b't ¥1x4/ 'eJTed¥M *t 

<£4 ttt WR 4r3 ft tey arfa arte 

7T¥n cPTcTTI 


4 x 1*1 ft ijn.ft-ftnm utTft ar*4 *TT4t 4ft 
o-mihi, mm ftte 4ft ofirt mfft Tter 

i mm *t tesr ft nTr ftarfft 4' ttstt on 

Tift 4ranT4, ft*Tcd ft yjFTft ¥T 

73^7 ^3TT STT | ufoHJH 4ft 7n¥74fft 4 

fft\ T my 44nf ft Ttei 4 nfR 4 4>t^ 

f4eT y Txtct *nft fft ¥7 an | 


*te ftt443ft 44 nraT y^TT T?4 ¥xT4 ft 

wter 4Tcft ten?. waf nreT ymr. 
nracm ymr ¥xm ftn 34fft 44 4^ft 
4 yn ftf gm artejte nan ftfte w 
ft cjl'iM ynfcTei 44 ft *tpt 4 4¥er^r 
44 *r? 44 m* i xxHn>i vftn 4 fa*4 

Iftedft ?le* 4 y*ii7 ai4T tey 41 


50 44 ftcdlft y^eT 44 4T *°( u l *11*17 
4 x 1*1 4 PJrhj 4? eft tnlft yrr ftf yn ft 
?jeT-ft4> *mf 44 an4?wm 44 
ter on Tift nan 1.35 ermr 754ft yfft 
ft*1 yfxT *«fu| ftt44 44 HNST ¥nTT 44 
ammftt 47 yrr ftt yn 44nf 4 y Nn *r 
ar^nm cmift ^?. 15.09.2007 4 4ftftt4 4 
*te ftt*n? Wt aft art7 ft yn 
am Wlk 47g3ft 47 73ft 4rr 4?4 4R 
Tift aft | n? nan gmftuft yHl u lT ft TTPn 

ft) y yn ftl *t nrnnr w an nan ?tt 
nan 44 next 74 tei* 30 . 12.2008 44 
arf^rr^m ft ftm 5 4 ten 4 1 


7c4TrrfcFft 44 6e*l lft¥! 441 3ft7 'O'dft 4T4, 
¥4 ftt 7r47TTteft 44 c£4T7T 7t WH ten 
44T| 



ng tenn tern ormr f f* 44 m 44 ft ft 4T4, 

7 ft aft ftt ftt ft 22.94.396 / .75 ft feP? 

ytete ftt i tern tew yft 9 . 49 . 316/..75 
^ fed 7 7 J vrTlf^ci 4t 2 I^SHI-S itewf 47x1,el 
tenr an nan Fn4 I^*n f4>7ft ftem nft 
4,44 ten an 4ntte 4 tew.nTr Tnm ntoj^r 
€[ Tf yn 4t 47 ^ 3FT7on at | 


nn Mq 4*1 ten «nm 4 te 4xi*i *nm 

4. 44te qnFT t? 4 nTTn ft^ttenr minted 

(4t 4t 7ft IJef—^ 3TT7 IJef) ^ 4t4 Ijn 3ft 
\ 4ft 3TT4?n4)xn ^ anjTfR yrr 41 yn ft teer 

urannnt ^ Tmiefn ^ fery so nn nten^ ^ef 
4ft 2 4teT teraft 44 teTTXf 47 feT4T an 
(44xftn 4rR ^ teTTjftfe ^TTT tel* 31 
nrft,2007 44 te?r* tj yn 4t 44 wrrft 

Iten w nn ftTif uft nv-ft nfeerten nn 4^ 

TTTar TRTR t) | 4im4 ft.4ftte 4rR ft 
uM 4H) 4ft 4f§fn/ft7 nfafn Tf4 IRT ftt yn ft 
WeRlft 4TT TfxTTeR nan Jpfft fftf^cl 73n7t 
ufft tern 44744 44 tnii ft 774 ft 7 n 

ftt yn 44nf <$ tej 4Tnnm ft Ttnte nnift 

ft te 3TCRT 47nR 47^n ten an I 3m: ft 
yrr ftt yn 4>mf ft fed 7 ftt 4 ?n ftt gm 
3id,ft te j n 4447 ft 44T7 ^*4 477 7T*ft f 

n fft fftTft arm 44 ft ft tenf 1 

snft arermr.yftfttn nfR ft mrrft ftnef ^ 

TlfteM TTTsnT 51 (44ft7f^ft 44 7T. fttl) ft ftm 
fft 74m 754 ft ft'GTT 44 7f4>'ctl ft (oft 7T4xf 
M6ct nn ft TTiar Tram ft), yrr ftt yn ft mc^ 

ftft ft ftft 44 44W ft 4t 7ft yef-ft 347 ^ef 

ft nan ft ft 7ft w-ft 347 w ft armed ft 
nyn ter'4 ft 44W Tgxf iny arferten teftn 
ft?T 4ft T £7T 4Rft ft feH? 4ftftn 4x1*1 ft 
¥7744 4ft 7ft447 ten an (7T4>c4 7T. 51 44 

4tt 56 4t 4) nan ftMVr wn ft mrft ifnn 
ft arnte araf^r ft te; *ftn nteaff ft nmr 

¥'*117 4ft xT4— cl* 47 JcT 477ft 44 f*T?nn (ft41 
4T4-n* fft ft ft 7ft yef-ft 347 W ft ¥7T 
ft ¥4 4ft 4le^ nft 4>7 ten Mllcll (ft*ey 7T. 
51 44 ftTT 57) am: 44 ft^T 7J4 Tf*c1l b fft 
4ftftn 4x1*1 ft ft ft 7ft 7bT~ft 3IT7 IfeT ft 
15.09.2007 ft 03.12.2007 n* 4>t 3T4f^r ft tej 
(¥7T ft ¥eT ft nicT ftft 4ft cllftfel) 4ite 


3 7^^ 4<1\3.~ i 
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^ V *1*1 ftt ft 28.03.2005 ft 

f^-Rnf?lt 3*) viME^WI 2.17.1 ft 2.17.4 
d3 ft 3j-j3ieH ft, TeT3 ft HI <4 *R eft 
3sf 3ft u l ftt3>T3lt ft feR TTgaf 3JIHK *R 
U‘ t TR PtaFRd fftR af d^T 4t V TTJT ftf ft 
ft. ftt v -4I/crnT?r/^r-T^ ftt 

T4/2007 fftdlft 31.05.2007 ft SFeTfteT 
3ft ft 3 i^h)^h ft feR snifter fftnr ani 
yi^l^yui ft ^3f%TcT fft3R-fft*T?f ft 3T3 
cTSTT 3|fcl -H 'tj.qqi^ ft 3K, HTft HR eft 7 lft 
dt3|<ft HR ’’HI'SI OTRif 3ft 3ft 3ft 30 
fftWR. 2008 3ft stfftftlftTT fft3T #, 
fil'd ft 3 f4'H 7 *R,2007 ft 3ft 3ft U'Hlftl 

HM1 W ft, ftt fft 31Rm ft TRT ftt ^ 
333? 3,| qgRn ftdlcH f^RT SIT I fttft ft 
ft3»e3 ft. 54 ft 313 29.06.2007 ft elder 
gft 3ft 3Fjftl33 TT3T3 fft3T SIT I 


3313 333? 3ft 3T3f^ 31®!^ 16 ft 20 
333R, 2007 d3> 3ft 3iqRl ft fttTFT ftTft 
*R 3t333Tf ft feR ftt ^ ftt 

5RT 3lfa*tpld 3ft vJMdtfJ 3ftt fttl 3RT: 
HRTT ft.yfct ERCT ufel 3*f u l ftt3>T ft feR 
1708.33 RWt 3ft ftft 5RT apjftfter 
eTgaf 3R HR mft HR eft 7 ft 3>ft u ! 
H?3)T3|t 33 nTdT H3R fftcf ft. 

TRj/72121 / 11082 ft. 26.03.08 ft eTdeT 
3F3 onrft' ft' \ r 3ft%n ton 331 an i 
ftnft ftm ^fftnftbn ejft 3ftrft mdfte 
fftfftfts 3ft ftt ftftft 02.04.2008 ft H^l 
ft d£d ft^TcT fftdi 33T an fft mft HR 

ft! 3 ^ ftfoaff ft Hnrft ft, ftt h <IH ftt 

5rt arftrejfSra 3ft' ft mftT ftftnffter 
fftdt Ollft-TT 3 all nft 3j,tt 3)1^3, H131 
W eft vlft 3THRT fftdl wIRHl I 3d $>M31 
did ft)3T \3R ft> HrR gRT \jfel3T3 3)t 
y 31-1 3ft 7 nf ft 31 nPfF3 3d4 ft feR 
3^f aft | \iTet3M 3ftY fftftxT ft an clan 
Mt! 3 ft 3 313 3d ft 3ft <t><ft ft fcR 3Plft 
nftt ftnitM ^CR. «I3fft UIHI-Hd: ftftt 

Rafter ft ft tftftaft C3l3'tllpl3> 

3fqfftnt gRT ftft 3)3 ft Rr 3Tlft "ft I 
3ft y'3>K ft 3)lft ft fcR 

3)|ftl 3ftY T3)d <dft 3Rftt M>Sefl ,nfft 3T 


ftt3n3ft 3n nrsT nnR nwft £\ 3^r 3R 
term gtnn 3n 3/T; ^3d nnRl ft! 

3^efr ft fcR 3ftft^T TfR 3PT TT3RT 3Tjf^d 
3RT 3fT 3i3>dl ft. ^ft fft ftT-3n=jftl ft I ft ^ 
ft! ftt TJe? ft 3l3)ed TT. 51 3ft yfrl UT^d 3ft 

ft I 


nF fftftgn fftqi vjndi ft fft Trm 4TRT 
RrafRd 3ft^ft(CT^'M!H'ftft 

fftm—fft^TTf 3ft viMtiKi 2.17.1 ft 2.17.4 d3^ 
3ft ^33 EfRTaft ft 3T^3TeR ft T3 ft. ftt V 
ftr/cTPRT/cTT-TRT ftT *!3/2007ft afdftd €\ 
V ^1 ftT 3ft TR^W 3ft 'V® ftt 

ft fcR ReT3FT ft ftftfed 93lft'* ft 
aft n fft fftftt 3P3 3)3 4 ft feR I 3TcT^ ftt 3ft 
ft! ^r. TRT 4f ^>T 3TRjf ft feR lift efgaf 3 ^ 
33^3 3R 313d I 3ft fft 3rR ft 20 dTR+el 
ftfel # | 3l+d3 ft. y^,c3 PldRui ft feR ft ^ 
TR ft 3ft 31(^^331 ftf '3 T T ann 2.17.1 ft 2. 

17.4 dO> ft 3T3^TR TrFf vRT RaftcT ft 

IHtiN TR^d 3R vH3)dl t, 3f3 gft' 

ft nm ft 3?ie3» dd^eEi n ft nan wr 

3ft 3>Wlfftd 3R ercaf aneiR 'R ePTT^ v3T 

3T3nft # Tf3 U3)"R 3ft 3T, d,cHftd ft3T3ft 
ft feR 3lRRjRld 3efHH M 5^e3»T ft CMWR ^R 
Pl3)left 3flft ^Tfft? 8lt? 3rR If3 TftddT ft 
ftd 3TPRT ft 3T wfteT ftftf 3lfft? I 

ft-Rdi-ttftiF n? fftftgn fftnr tsrmi t fft 
vi3d tiKlft ft vjfc’dRsUd' 3)14 ftf Raftct $3 
craft 3T \J3 Hide) 3ft yRRaftelft 3T cTT 1 ^ 
nft fteft ft | 3l+d3 ft>ltftH TrFT ft ^nftf 
ft^el 3d 4'3Te3 3T. 54 (^ft d3d T3 ft 

maf neTRf ft). 3ftftm TfR 4f ftr ftf 
TJeT—ft 3RfXJerftftrn^^3ff^ft 
3TJ3TR. 'Tn ftf Tjn 3dftf ft RR V4H3H ft 
ftftRm Tmft ft Rr U'fdT3 ft ftftcr ^rtt 
ft 1 ^rrft 3ieri3i, dftftfd tcr 3ft Rmft 29 
vjfjT, 2007 3ft 3) 14^41 3ft 33 ft. ftf2 («ff 
B3xT wft 3^1 ft nraf ftelH ft) 3d 3*1^41 
fft fttnfttf 3T 3T TR aft ^ 4 3rR T3 ftnft 
4f 4f ftt I'd-ft arR ft 4fn amm 4 upfft 
aft 1 dnft 3d we dtdr fft ftf ^ 4f ft 
mifr fttftfn Tern srt TR^er fft3T 33T 
TRxTT3, 1 RT 4t TJ3 3 IdT ft feR vjTeETFT ft 
ftftRler 3nrftf ft fcR an (ft! ^Iftn 4 3 ft ftt 
4f ftt ^e)—ft SIR 3>t ftdeT U3M 3)f 3fT xftl 
ft ) nan y^diJftr gx m ftiftn 3 tr t?3 
ftftft 4t ftt ftt -ft sir ft ftR annftf 

36dfd ftt I 3ftftfn XRR dn dft ft ST13R *R 
3d dftt 3)d 33nTT fft d3d S{^3 313? ft 
RR 33TT^ 'dR | 






[dFT III—Tgn®- 4] 


FK4 44 TRm : 3TOT^TT^I 



fa<ft cm4dlRl4) 4 >h 4I 4ft ft4l<? efcftl 

"OFT dF 4dMI 41 4 I'M fa 4> FtdT fa 

mIch^h 4d ^FT»fr f*t dnr4 4 'ft 4 f 

31 4e1«l 4ft 4>4^vj 1 44 did 'dGItll, 

4dTfa ufcRTR 4>I <541, 5 iirl d^d 

ad | 3lff dt 3ffa FTR FRT ddd? d^ d41 
IPHk) 4ft 'ft Tf<» 3IT^ 4(?14 g|V| gRl^fcf 
4ft v4T ^Kft aft | 


(ix) 

MvH 4> fa4d ft ^<4) F)4R. Addl'd 4) 
'Mi 41 *?4 xjftd 4, ftft fri ar^Hlf^d 
dgaf df cPTlft 4) faftd 4) faster 3rfa?T 

44 4) fan? duftfa dt'fd 3 ^ ^rnmeTd 

(2008 4ft F«R^ 4t ft. 12119) 4 3F£4 et 
fadi dan y i«-fn 1 4ft fa mvm 44 fahf?T 
fadT vrll 1 ? fa oTF^ 44 4) MN 4 vdMd^T 

dft <R *Tlft 4nftd 4t^T34 44 

'*TT^T ddR farm dlF? | dtdt dftf 4t 

dfa ftftft 4) 4T4, dMftId -4I4M4 

4 fadT4? 10 3T^ef, 2008 4) 3ll<t?l 4) 
d 6 tl illfd<f>l<t>df 44 facf?T fad[ fa 4F 
95 RRsT 4ft 445 dR^t Fd^d 4)4. 

fa <14)1 4lf4*M4)df3jt 4 dadfafal' 
srjdTeR farmi d4?f 4F <FFd 4r 4 Fft, 
dvR 4 cfa fadT fa dft 4) MR 4 
dOd*l d4, dift *R eft ds* 4j6f u f 4faT34 
4? dl^ dift Ft ft4uft 4 4dlfa 21 Tf l?d 
41 gRT 3lfaR|fald d4, ftdd Wd 4) 
<4lfa<ft 4Tcf1 4nftd ftfaiaft/ufFlulT 4) 
fan? 4 ?RTr ftlft <R eft 4?ftd dfalftf 4> 
dTdft 44 fafaM dfaftfd 4‘ 4^1 uTT4T 
unfair 1 

ut xpr ^ft 41 ijci 4 44^ ^1 c i)i — fa u i°f1 ^Rd^ 
d41 44 t ‘ i 

(X) 

4T4 21 Tf T?d 41 4 fa.30.12.2008 4> 3TT4?T 
$ 3Tdftd d4 Sffa^fad d4 aft, ddR 4 
41 ^ V 7 ! 41 gRT 3Tfalftfftd g? 'R dfa 
*r <?ft ^nrf 4 t4 u t 4t4>T®r1 4^ *ii'§T y’TR 
44 47.19,056/.. 44 ^ 7 RHT 44 aft 

dan 41^1444)^34 FRT 41 4^ Trfa 4) 

W4d4 ^ 4R. 38,22,038 / ..^S. 44 

44)141 VTfa 05/03/2010 44 41 

1f4 d<td XlRf 44 yiRd 4? 4lfd4)l4)dfa4 

4 3r 4 fa. 1 3RRd. 2009 4t TFTS^ 4 
41 dPFffa -4l4Tef4 4 dF fa#44 

fadT arr fa 4 dF ?rfa 44 ^ far 4dR 

IJ4 4, dfa 'dl-ST ydl< 44 *3lt?Ff 

Rim>41 1J4 f$T4"" 44 efl J l^ 

4)4^1 4t4)43lY 4) feRT 41 ^ *T7f tft ^TYT 
3rf^Rj^fad 4<1 '54': ■»|*»Hl 44 dlcfl Ft 1 

4lfd4>l<t>df3r4 4 fa. 01.08.2009 4t 3 jh4 
?T4apRl 4 ^4<fl fa UTafad ^1 af[ r MtFT 

4 fa. 10.03.2010 ^ -iimidd ^ 3n4?T ^ 

3 T 54 TeR 4 44? dR^I 4ir4 44 aft 1 

dF dldl t (^1 ^ 41 4^ dHIH 

¥<d,d fa?V '*T5 F4l4 fa ll 2012 4^ Fd 4 

4fdT fa ■>3eetW fadT 44T t ) fa c4 ^ XHT 41 

¥1 fa. 30.12.2008 44 arfaRJdFT d\ €t t? ^ 
41/32/2007-^4 34 4r ^1 Fd HPl4 4 HT 5 
441 Ffcft 1 1 m 41 t fa f*t4 41 4. 

12119/2008 4 fa. 1 3PRd, 2009 ^ 3Pl4 

Tjtrarqra 4 14 fan fa^n a^r fa dfa ^1 ^ ^ 
41 44 3Tfanqfad 4Rl »r »ttft 9»tr 1 44 5^: 
F^pn 44 dt Fd dF <rftr 44 44 thm Tfa 

F^4? f | fapg 4ldT fa FRT^ fa. 11 d4, 
2012 4) Fd 4 3crr)’5f fad! ddT STT, dF T T4? 
fa^FId ^el aft dad d^d -dldleRI 4t dHSFT 

d<d,d 44 44? OlVcTl 44 yt'd 4)<*1 4^ fed? 

4 <tt de4^r farm dm mi d4d 3Rfar 4^ fan? 
825.18 FTeR/dfa RdT 4ft 6 U 5 4'< 'R 

fa?4Td 4R4 5 ^ dad d^d -dldldd 4) ddCT 
F<d,d 4ft d^ 44? j i k 41 yiFT 4 r 4 ^ fan? 
Fd4 d4d <lfal 4ft 3Ki^n 4ft aft | d^d 
^rnmcld ^ ddCT dFd^T 4ft d^ #4? dRcfl ^ 

4R F4 d£d -dim<H4 FRT 41 (<ft) 

12119/2008 4 fa. 10.03.2010 ^ 3Tdfad 

3n4?T gRT fa 1 ? dd fafam 4) 3FT/TR, 4 IMd 

effar 4 d^i 4F fanfad farm rmdT 4’ fa 

FTeftfa Fd4 depft 4 38,22,038 / ..<n. 44 
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HW-n^I REITcRI 4 3m4 R. 24.02. 
2012 4 SJ fcTR 3TPv?T 4 7m TRI f4 
tet 4 41 arafa aiarf^ 16 4 20 
2007 4 4km *tt4 m eft 
dlyitaiY 4 ftn; <ft 1 ; tr 41 ski 
aj^ntf^d <r4^ <r aiftdtd 4 R^l aft ds-fl 

Tf TR 4t 5RT 3fft^ftcT ^ 3 

2007 4 TdEft ^ cPTf ^1 T[ TR 41 41 

f*nf?T ffru RTIT f4 T? ql dl 7nf*EET 

4>Tlfajt tr yfctaiRciY 41 6 HIT' 41 aiqlti 
4 41 d^ ^pT4T^ J^TT +ilHe1 4 Pl u f<J 
41 


RRIeHJ 4 3TR7T 4 ar^TTcET 4 trr 4 
<ft v tr 41 4 'Hhst anm qiqi y-hjd 
(4^1. fw|'d*l $d 4Id TR 3el f^^l T m f4 

4difi *w4 41 arafer 4 4km ararf^ 16 
4 20 ^&r, 2007 cpf 41 amfo 4 41 y 
TR 41 URT ajf^H^d ^1 825.18 

41 ^4 41 cTFT ^4 44 arjirfcr ^rt 
HRR ^4. ul«if4 dlf44>l4>df 4 MtR 41 
Pl<??T 4 fen; yi^fdi 4ft f4 44 n ^poT 
4 4faR vfJ\ <rY 4 HR 4 vJMdtfJ cRY 
41 cTP^ HYri «m; 1 7m Pi4 <w 14 <n 
vSTRTT 4 f4 cRff4 41 t; T^T 41 4 'arlTR 
f^REfl* TR "^Tf f^iq' q>4 u l *l1tt>ia4 4 
4 fc4V 825.18 3ETft4Y 'SleK y Id 
‘ft 4“ I ll«f>1 TjfeT t-ICI 41 cR H5el 4 41 
ajRrqJ^rcf 41 t, am: ^41 41 3 

2007 4^3 *rmm 4 ?fl <*>r 
41 amf^r 4 fen; i?, am* a4 f4 

d^tRld if 1 


3if^ amnpfl 41 aft, crsnft. ^44Er tret. 
wfofo'fr nrfad^r ?14 4 ^>rut. 41 v tr 41 
srt d aj-jHlfcd f441 4 ^t ^ fin; y’TR t 41 
4 ^fRrnr d^i anjfacf 44 4 anrff t4Y 

TOeTT 41 


4 TET 41 41 yeT 4 ^ ^WT-f&Rufl g^ c | 
yft ^ I 


7m m 4(H f4mr ^mn 4 f% ^mr ^t 4 ^4 
amf^r ^ e4^R ararf^ 16 4 20 d<iH<, 2007 
d<5 amf^r fen; 825 . 1 8 amftafl ^ieiy cTTT 
^r 4 yft arjrrftr 4 fen; ^1 y xm 41 ^ ^tprer 

4441*1 MxR SIM I y 'KJd 4T4T d41 f^dl wTT 

^mmT Troffo f4? ?m ^tt ^t 4 
f% 44 41 \» tr 41 eirt trt 41 tr ^rraf 
4 fen; arePiFT 4 44f^m ym4 4 tr> mn 
4 ^nr 4 anjylf^cr 41 ®fl d^-fi vj<m 4 yt 5 
4 4rt f4 ^ 4 ^e4?ar ftmr 

j r i 4 f4 4 NEt m ti'i 4 •rkY) 43eT 4 7m 
f^TcR f^TiT an f4 3jdft*i amf^r 4 fen; <?>®f u i 
4fanafY 4 *tt 3T y>i 14 41 «rfp*fl ?m—d<5 41 
uin;,ui«i—d«i> f4 41 41 41 Tjej—4 str ^ 4 
XRT 41 TR ^4 dle^ d41 3R fed*11 «lldl d^lf 
W4. 41 41 41 yef—4 3TR TRT 4 15.09.2007 
4 03.12.2007 era* 41 araffer 4 fen; (trt 41 tr 
^ 4 dle^ «l><4 41 dI'Jl'id) <t>4 u l dltfriaft 4 [en* 
mST WK M6ef 4 41 ^R feRTT Ff*TT. 
am: 'Jd? ^»tt^ 4 y4>K 4 ynR 1^3 i 
ttr 4 41 ai-jRfd tRcjQj 41 anprfer n41 41 ^it 

TOcftl 414W TRFT ITRT im4 dfeelfeld 

TRI 4 7fE1 3ll7PT w4er felft^^ TR 41 v 41 
4 4W41 tr m 4 41 yftml y>T \Ji6i d<5 

4WET i(6 Pl^ tR f4m Villdl ^ f4 ^*1 TR 

f^RT f4rn utt «*di 7mYf4 7m ^ 

4?ifdi f4 7m m if^i. 4 NPt 4th 4 Tarft 4 
\j*i4 y?4y> 4 Tyrft 4 •ntny 4 TTif ^ i 
y^»R 4 dl4 >siefl Tlf^T ^1 14«4 <*><4 4 
fen; 4f^ fyr f4^m ^ ftmr ^rt 1 1 

1441 41 41 Hd TR «t>141d tret 4 rt 41 4<Sel 
4 7m Pi?d7i f47iT an f4 y? afdf^H amfe 4 
fen; ^t^]3fl 4 fen; m^rr y«m ^rqeT 

9>^ll, vj1«I d*5 f4 41 Tfl 41 TRf — 4 3TR TR1 
4 TRT 41 TR dle^ *1^1 ?1 villdl dafl vRc 14 41 
Tfl4lTRr-43rRTRr4^T wr 4 ^hr 
trj^ [4^ gt41 apRan 41, vj^ki 41«i*t> tr 
TR ft 41 TlfRR 11 Ref 4 yR^d *?r 4 <5T 41 s* 
aftf^RT n^l t ^rff4 trt 41 tr OTff 4 fen; 







[w\ in —'mz 4] 


^TRcT 44 TR44 : OTTO 


44cT ft 4? 7TO ft ft* 47T4 4ft 4Tft 47 
eft 4 ft ^f°r 4ft eprray Tift 

uTeI4I4 ft 4414 4? feT7 MtH ft Tlftt 
7T44 4414 47ft | 47H ftffttf TOT 4417 
4ft TOFPft 4Rt1l 7HT ft cRTT 3F4 eTT4cft 
ftft ft44, He! 44T7 374fft 44 Tift 
xJcJRTT 7?T ft I 4TF4 ft 

«T4T4 / 41 el ill'1 44 4414 4>lft ft 4^4 
TlffteRTTeft 4>ft u T ftt443ft 4ft 344^141 
TlffteT. 4T4-4Tf^T. ft44 4ft W 4ft 
3TT4T444TT 43eft ft cRTT 4? TOft ft 47T 
44ft ft. 4T4 37T4ft cJcFTT 4T4F4 4T4TO 
4> I ft 4^ ci l H ft 4ft uTT7 | Tift TTTT ^ToT 4T4 
4ft dftt 4,4 KI 44TS4FT fteifft ft cTRTT 4TT 
<H4>c1l ft, 4T4 50 £4 tt14dl 4ft ftcTlft TJcT 
4lft 47 eft 4ft 4ift u l ftt4TT3ft 4ft 
Pftip T TI fft4T vTTcTT ft I ftlft ft, 

4tR ft P. 19-05-2012 ft 44 4ft sfk 
C4T4 31T4ftftTr fft4T TOfT ft, f^TTTft ftflft 
ft»7T ftfft4 ftf4 SRT eT4T7 47 f^F4 
arrftftf 44 TITO 44ft ft. 25 3lfteT, 2012 
ft 44 SRI fft4T 44T ft I 


4>^4 ftt4TT TOT 4477, 3F4 444f/ft4T3IT 47 
efT^ 4ftf fftV UTT 7T4Tft ft l 4T744 ft TO TOft 
V'oftft? ift-1 Ifft ftt-2 4T4 ft feT7 

22,94,396/— To. 74 9,49,316/— To. 3I4T 4R 
ft^ ft ft 4ftft4 47H ft 744 4ft ft fft 

44ft SRT eft 4ft 4ft. ftf 7 44 *fr ST7T 
sr^ftftcT 4ft ft", 3RT- ft 4 ft 74T4 7J4ft 
ft 3?t7 4 ftf 44 4>7 714Tft ft I (TOlft Sift ft 

fftwi ft Tnsr nftn ftNft 444 ^trt srt 

uTTftt T^uflfftC ft—4 44 fft 21/12/2007 
ftft) | 3T4 ft 3T4ft ToTI ft ifftltpT 4ft 4R 
<I4ft ft? 4? 4 ft 4>~S 7T4ft fft 4ft 4ft 
ft! TOf | 


»T!4ft4 4Tfft4R°I 4>44T 4ft 4R fft ft 
(ft) 12119/2008, ft ft. 24/02/2012 ft 
fftofft ft ^ 10 ft ftTT 16 ft ftTeT ft 4T4ftft 
4^4 ^4T4 FcT 4 ft 4? 4T4T ft fft "4T44T4 TOT 
7|3TT 24, 4? 4lft44 ft '4T4T 44T' 4«T ft1 
«rST4T4 4ft 441 ft ft fcT4 lft1^T’*4 4447 ft 
444f 4ft 4R4T 4^T [ €\ ^ \ r 4 ftt SRT 4Tfft 4ft 
4^ 3ff^44T SRT 44T ft 44lf^T 4ft ^IlfftcH 
4ft 4^ f 1 4¥ 44T fft4T4TT44 444 ft I" 444 
fftft4 ft \ 11 ft ftTT 18 ft, HI4ftf4 4^4 
'*414TeT4 ft /t ^ \ r 4 ftt 4ft fft^T ft fft 

44T 4tR ■ r 4Rl gRI ftf 4ft 'ft4T3ft 4ft 4ft, €\ 
V 44 ftT g RI 4TT$t 4ft 4ft fft Pi-1 3fPT7^44T3ft 
ft TTTfftcT ft 4447 ft, ?4 H14ft>4 

gTpT4R4 SRT 371 47fft 47 fftfftft feT4T 4TT4T 
ft fft 44T 4ftftl4 47T4 ^4RT SRT 44ft 
IjJvjf l fftd : ftt-1 74 ftf-2 ft 414 fft474 ft 
ar'cTftcT 4^ft ft 441Rd 4ft 4STT 4Tft 47 eft 
Tfft efrcfu | 4t443ft ft feT7 825.18 TOffftt TOR 
4RT4»ft Qr T 4t44 4fft 44T efF^ 4Rft 4ft 47T4 
^TRl 4ft #TR 4T4 4ft 7 44 ftt ftt 
3TPl7J44T3ft ft TTTffteT fft4T 44T ft I 

Pp4>ft ft 7o4 ft. 4? ftfS7T4T wiitfl ft fft 
fthft4 4rR ^4T7T ftfft ftf 47 4‘4lRd 4ift 4R 
7T44TI ft. ftf 7 44 ftl SRT arjftffftr 4 ftf, 
3RT: TFft. 7 44 ftt SRI 3T^ftfftl 4ft‘ ft 
4T4 ft 3FJ7TR. TP4S 7T44 ft 44fe(tT 
(16/11/2007 ft 20/11/2007 cT4>) ‘'Tift 47 
eft 4ft 44f4 4t4TTftf "44 3ft?T4 

Rl^ftf " 74 "44 PT4" ft fft7 ^4 ^ftft 
4^44 "HI'S! 44R 4ft 4,4^441 4ft Tffrftt ft | ?RTT 
3Tfft4T TTfft 4ft 4frPftcf 4ft 4T4T ft, Pi44ft 
F4ft SRT ft. 05-03-12 4ft 4 el eft ft TOFFft 
4ft 4ft aft | ftfftft 4714 *4RI 4ft ftf 3 eTO 
To. 4ft Tlftr 4irft 4Rftt ft, 4ftftft 4714 
SRT £4l3 vjT 4T T4Tft ft ft ft7-44^ft ?4 ft 
371 7144 Ttft TTftf 4 ft ft. 414ft) fts 4lPl4»l 
44 ft4cTT4 ftt 444 ft I _ 


579 ? 
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11. ?Tf 474ft cf5t <f»44l£l ft ftRT4 RM ftt 4^ W aiR 48# 4RT fft>4 44 P | ^h 1 ft 44ft 4 

fft^fftfecT f&jfcl 44>c: ftftft I?:— 

(i). 44 4T4e7T 16 44*R 2007 ft 20 2007 cFF MRdldft ft Pf? fftRlft 47 ftt 4^ 

^ftt qft cfalcft ft feR fftRRTT 447# ft fft? ftt3frftft ft 4ift 4ft ft# ^ 4#ftt4 4 oT4 

^ (fttafrftSt) ft fcRi^ fto fPFTT <tfbpN aiR fto #rt ftfftMRr ftq yi^c fftfft^g 
fctRT 47%?! ftt 4^ Re tllFcI^I ^f. 2008 44 12119 4 24 4R4# 2012 4# HUftld 4ft77 
^4747474 4R7 HlRcl fftl? 44 37lft4T ft 3miR T? ^p$> fft4T 447 t j HHftid RR RT4Tef4 ft 

3Tt^tt ftrr is 4 PfRPrfecT Pr^T ?npTf ffti? 44 f- 

(^). ejiPi^^cli (ftr^fttfReT 3jR ^TT ^HhRim) 3tR yfcMIcft (ftfefrM cRT ?^ft 
3ffe‘Pi'{l) fftft4 ftl yfrT TIM ft# ftt cfPPl ft 447 4#ft ft fttcR ^4 Tr#74R4 ft 
W TjRm fcRRT 4T%R 4R# ^ 374# 4T# 3rdf^cT 4#ft | 

(^). 4? HlfelRR cTtftftft 48# 474T ftt 4^ wfrm\ ft 3714R 44 4T# ft 4ftt qi^jftt tR 

fcRTR <1>ftll 3lR 4£ TfcTT cFITRj fft ft|3ftfttft £RT 44a7 ftd7 ftft 44 TnfftqRR ^RT 
4TT# 4# 4^ faPR 3ll^RBrlr ft 3T#7 3777# f 37447 4#f 3jR 4fft 4TdRr 
qRdlciftl cT 4T 37R TTftfttT mRiRW ft fftq ftt37tftt^t Sffl 4474 #47 ft eFf 74^ 
4T4T4 MRa 4pf 4#47 7# ?4ft qft 4 ftftstTT 48# ftt 477T447 I 

(4). 7RR W vjPrfRga TPjft 4>lftll£l TTTftftftTT Taft ^RT f^WT ^7%R tr4 
cfRter 6 3 rPt 4 

(ii) . RFFfta RRTcR ^ Pl^TFt t& 3TRR ^R, ^3p41^ 4 3 n 4 qR Rni'ch 20 Rp4 2012 £RT 3PRT 

5TRR ^f%ef PtRT 27T 3fR ^RlchlcbtM, 4 ?f^TT ^P# N tM 4o ^R#tel 4 ^tT 
fcpROI f^TT^ 6 3ltef 2012 ^T%cT f^RT m ^ft ?4 9 31^ 2012 ^ TIM ^3TT m | 

^R#4pc1 4 4c1iqi 2JT % Pr4q qfrT 7 r4 2012 ^ TIM eft Prft ^Wlftvjft 

TTRR ^RT 'MhRJcI fftRT J RI § 3lP ^61 ^ fft> 'Rfft FFFftei kRc| RRRR ^RI fftPrfcf 1 ^ TJ^j 
W qft RFIRpr 4> ftpR 6 ar&ef 2012 cp TM fftTRT RfeR fftRT eiTl Prft^ft ^ 
3i^n?R 4> fcFj ^ titPffrr 4ft frPr rwicr ^rt fftfftf^ 6 w 4ft 4FRFfPr ir 
fft^TR 4Rft FRftPl RRTeR ^ P 3RTTTcR ^ feTT ?TlPl4RR 4ft TRR 4ft 4f 
4R4-#4T 6 3M£R 2012 ^1 4RM pPft I 

(iii) . , ^tftafttM SRT 3Nft 44 fftRcF 20 Ffft 2012 ^RT 4lfeel fftRT W TOR afp ftf^Rftftpcf 

bIRT 3Rft 44 RHl0 6 3fftd 2012 SKI qiRad fftRR4T 4R|4cT 4741 fft^RT cROfteft 4eft ^Rj 
■ftft 44 4M7ft«ft afR 4ft 4^ 37^4ftT fft 1 4Rl4t/[ftft4 7 ft (ft R4 ^ fft^^qu| ft ^fftrllRd 
44 tl 



[HFT III_SILTS' 4] RT <1^44 ; 3TOI^k ij i 

(iv) . q«fr £RT TTTRRRR $ WT RfcJcT RRT RST T TFTcrr T TtcT Rto. ^TT RlRpff wfa^Rcf 

TR ito cfr W £ 16.11.2007 ^ 20.11.2007 <TR RTtoT MRildit it Rr totto £RT 

■^TTcT c|5t ^ ^1 '3fRTi RH^J'ft' sfft <RT 'RlR R Rr ^laMlcft Rt RtrrMRc 4 £RT ti 

yiRt TR u)^Hltt4tk!ef 3fft ^3^4)^ effa ^ Rc|IS ^ TTiRlcT £1 /l/l 1 -^! 4>t RrR 16 

^c|i«|^ 2007 ^ 20 RRR? 2007 TTR RTTc^jT 4 Ril d’ll Rr ctil^l R? Rit $ Rr 3 

f^FTRR 2007 ^ 30 RrdRR 2008 rTR i> Rr ^ RfRRi R7 ^ tR MRilcHf 4> Rr 3R&T 
f^TR 17 1to«R 2008 *t MRtT 3U5T. 825.18 fifcT ^RT flfcf cRT 4>t "3R cTTR RRTT £l i£1 

^ftft cRR, to^to 4>t ffcjfcT £ to£M i£ RTTe^aT tolto it W toTR 

totto it 7RFFI *f MftcT to R Rr cTTR R0 13,300/- to to 4>t RT R*F 

Rto "enf^T I 

(v) . (r). nnto ^ii4 i d4 it Rtot it srjaR writ Rrfr Rto Rtr rftt £ i? ^ 

f f^ w xffcT R ildld it Rr Ttttoto ?RT ITRR to totto it Rr W 

rRrrut ^rt togjto rftft ?rt sii^iRr £ i 


(71). fRf itoRRi ^ totttot it RFTFT it 7TFTRT toto it Rr Rtf# ’STRTR RT 
RrOT to RR toil R. toRto/63/2005~tofltot ftoR 25 dto 2007 
inRcf to SIT I i^HHit RRT i? toiT ftoR 25 RiR& 2007 RRcT it RRii R 
RyRi if. 38 ^RT 9 4>to 2007 Rt 3TRR^pTR fto iiT &TT | i? R^TH 3to£RTT 
^ RRR3 ^ 30 Rit eft TFTlf^T R ^TR ^ 31 2009 RiT I M R^lRf R, 

16 i7F«R 2007 ^ 20 2007 cRT 3TcfRr RRT RtRli dlc^ld ^Rildi f^R R? 

9 FRcRt 2007 iRcT TRRR ^ iWR SKI STROlRcT £ t 

cTc*Rxim, RteRT ^ 3n£?T ?t. ^Ri^/32/2007-^3MRt RiR> 17 R*i«R 

2008 £t ^ m , r? Rftr rrs -#r (^rRVt) rt ^i£r 

iftRicRtt $> Rr ^t Rrtr rtr RrsrtRi Rr ^ Rt 31 w $ 2009 ^ to ^ ttrt 

3 2007 (totRT MRtJId'R' 4?f ^ £t^ 4>t rR?Rl) ^T RTRt $ \ 

(r). vr j<w Rt srRi^iR 'HIcRvji MRiid'i'! ^ Rr ^ Ri^tRcr i£t R^ft £1 Rtt R 
^nto $ Rr ^toRM ^rt trrt to totoR R rt RRmtoR 

irf^RarfcRt 3> 3T#r TRT R? RT RtoTi Rttcf Rrf ^R^d ^ STTI 

(n). ^taRM urt yferto fto $> ^ R^ tot rrr ^rt 29 ^t 2007 Rt 

STjRRcT 3T.^T. 1708.33 TfR ^T rR ^T to ^ 16 ^ 20 RW 2007 cfR 
toT5T Rftoit tR SfclR ^ tor iRd^T 2.tt, R? Rfc to TjTR Rj #3tot ^ 
Rito toto ^ Rr trrr Rtor to £<3 31 i£ 2007 ^ to 
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ft ftlftftft ft mTTft 44 oT TO 44 ft ftf 4 ? fftaft^T ft ift ft ft^ 4 oft ?7 4^f fW 
*n ftftr 44ft 47 t ft f^; 4ft 375^44 ft to 4 ^i fftm w an, ftmfft am 4474 
^nt to tor 4m 11 ^tt freftr ft n? 7mft4 ft tot t fft ftftftft ft mrft 

ft cT4ft 4$ ^T 4TfftTO4 ftf TOR 4ffftoT TOf ftt 47^74 vft 31 4^ 2007 aft 
ft TO 29 4^7 2007 ftf f44? ft fftjfRd 4ft aft | TO vJeftlxadft t fft ?7T 

ft 374ft srTftm fftrfm 17 fftfrro 2008 ft 577^ qfftndfti ft f^ 4ft ftt 

ftmtft ft teT's fftft 44ft 4ft 4ft 4F44T 4ft ft aft | Tftfttftft 44 4? TOT 

fft> 4/cftvJl nfftroftf ft cT4 g7l<4 IJ77T 44ft 47 4ft 4T[cfr 4lft 2005 ft TRp^ 
fft?TTfftft?ff ft 743 2.17.1 ft 2.17.4 ft TOM I ft ft STJTO aft fttfft Tift 4ft TOft 11 

W* 44^44 ftaftft 4?Tfft t fft TTTcftoT mR^IcHT ft f^ 4^4> 16 4TOT7 2007 ft 20 
44*47 2007 4ft 4fftRl4> 34# ft ft7T4 ftaftftft ft 47474 ft 44TO 4ft m | 

TOftir qfftroft ft fc4^ ftfaftftft ft 4qro 4ft ft 3T4T4 ft, ?tt mf^rrom ft f^ 

TO ^Rjft ft fft 4T4%T TO TOTTePI ft fftftftf ft 3757777 16 4TO77 2007 ft 20 
4TOt 2007 44> ftf 3T4fft ft ft7T4 TTFcftaf hRhIchT 4m ftftftd 4frlfftftftf ft feFJ 

fttaftM to 44c4 ftniftf ft ftr^ 4^ Mfftr 4ft i 

(4). 16.11.2007 ft 20.11.2007 44? ftt 34# ft ftftl4 4l4 44.ft. 744 Wfc4ftY ft 4Teft4 ft 

ftftr ft TOftii nftroftr 4m 344 7ft#4 nfftfftW ft ftfeftftft to 37447 ftt 
M 77ft mro ftt ftnraft ft <ftft fftftt ft 4 er to # »r 4ft 44 f ( 
fftftt ft TOft ft, ftftftft 4m ftroftfftei ft ftn fftro. 44ft mftftft to 

fft47ft ft 3TJTTR, ftror 16 44*47 2007 ft 20 44*47 2007 4* TTIcftuT qRmdfti ft 
o4T4 ftt 4^ ft fftnft 47 eft 4^ 4*Tf ft ftT4 ftl 44I7f ft 77# ft ft 11 ftft 
Rarfft ft, TOT ft uffft 4Tft 44ft4Tft 16.11.2007 ft 20.11.2007 44> TTTftor qR^ l cift 
ft fftj ftt3TTftft TOT ft4T4 ftt 4^ 444 4f 4ft ft fft? lfty|ij[ 44ft ft fftqRrjj ^4> 

ftftftcT t| 

(VI). (4?). 4T4% TO ^TOTOT TO 3TTft?T ?7T 4Tfft4TO ft 3ftm 4R4T t fft gTT 4T4ft 47 

fftftr ftft ft 4444ft 4ft TO fftrj 44 47ft 3ft7 niftnaft ft Tift 4^aft 47 fftro 
%4T 4TT4I 445TO, 16.11.2007 ft 20.11.2007 44? fftr? 44 TTTeftjT qRrl l dft ft f^T4 
IftTTft 47 eft 4ft 4ft "3ft44 fftrq?ft" aft? "fftcrT ft feT4 ftn 5FTTft ft TT^ft ft 
ftfftftft 4m ftroftftro ft fftftroff 4? ftft mrf ft 4^ ft- 
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FTTF FT TRTFF ; 3RTTFRR 

(^). ftftftft FT fftFF FF t fft 3 fftTRF? 2007 ft ipT ftF Ff ft T c TF ! ft tcT? fftft FT 
eft Fif FFt ft ftTTcfl ft fft? fftftftr FFR 3 fft?FF? 2007 ft Flft ft 3Ffft ft 
fft? FT? TTTcftr FftFRTFf FT efT^ fft? Fft FFffft ^TleftuT F ftF d ft ft fft? 
ftf FF ftFIcT ft Flf ft 3fR 'fdcftvjj FfftTTdF F,dft> 9 fft Id ft ft Ff?t \dlFT Jjfft>d 
3?k ftf&Fftf ft4 ft ftafcM ft $?T ftftcT ft F ft+lftijftd WTcT Fft Fft 
fftftcF sfTT 3TIEIR FT fcfc vj<k1 FT T1Icftd FfftTeRf cRTT pftF Lifftidft ft ^ftlF 
eTF^ Fft ft ft TRftftT FT fft? FF ft fvR# fft? RlftftcT ft F^ fti ft cpTFT 
TTlfttf ^fftldft ft Fft ft FF mrf\\ 

(IT). 2005 ft TRJoF fftllft^l <T?T ftftfRW ft 3ft5TT F# | fft dTFF cRTT ftftfftT ^jft 

FT TrfrTcFT ft 3TTSTR FT F^RTF RTlft aft? Fft FT jftft dfeff £RT 

T^oT ftFTft ft fft? ftftf fftrffftT 1 ft? ftt? i ftft fftftft 3 , ffI ft ftnft ft ftftr 

ft ftlaMft SRT ftr^T cTTFcT ft TTRffftF ft FFcfr fftF ^Tf aft? efTF fftrj fft sftf 
ftt fft? tftftTF ft fft? ftlTcT fft^l FFT 11 FFT eft FF ftlftftft FRT fftrft F? ft 
F^ f 3jft vJcfcT ft ^ftf ft fftTTFT FFR ?Ff RfteT ft ftft |TJ ft I fft ft 
FftFTRFr 3T2TFT >mcftvji FftFTdft ft fft? ffFTF fft? FTft 11 <RT f^ajfeT ft 
FftftvR Rift ^ fft fftTTFT FTR fftRlft FT ft F^ ftf ft fft? ^qft^TTaft ft 
ftftftft fTRT FTpftftF FTlft ft fftlfaF ft TPpi ciRid FF t, 1 Jef^F FfftTeTFf ft 
FTTeftRfT H^ldl')' ft fft? FFF Fft ft ^Teftld ft fft? fftftfftr Fft eTF[ FFTT eF[ 
FRFT HlftPl47 Fft ft FFcTT 11 

cRTlfft, anftr fftft5) 17 fftFF? 2008 ft, 3 fftFF? 2007 ft 30 ffteRF? 2008 cTF ft[ 

arftft ft Rf ftfttiidft ft Rf fft^ift ft ftdft Fft ftt ftnft ft Rf ^> 1 $ 
fftRFTT F? ^cftF ftftFTdft ft FFRcf sftfiTT 3fR FFeT aRfft ft Rf FccPT FRT 
Tjfaftfftr 2302 ft ftftFIdH WT ft 3TTFR FT fftftftcT 4 ft ft| fttaftftft gRT 
ftcftlftcf FRrfftF FRFTcFT 4ft 3 fftFFT 2007 ft 30 ffteFFT 2008 FF ftf 

3Tftft ft ft?H TRftftF TTTF Fft Flft FReftlF ftrT FcMTcT F? aTPTfft ft j 
ftft McT F? ftT qinmia FT fftr ft ft TRTftRf ftcjHIT FIFT Fft t, FfrfeF 
^d^F H fft Id ft ^ feF Fft tsl ffttfft Ffft FT TTIcft'd Ffftrdft ^ fcF TTR-fPlF 
Fft ft TTFft | FFR Fcft F^ RftcT ft F^ftRR, 3 fftfPF? 2007 ft 30 fftdHT 2008 
cfF ft 3TFft ft feF ip? tF Mlftldft ft fftrj anftT fftFTF 17 fftTMT 2008 4 

apjftfcRT ar.^r. 825.18 yfcf ff yft 4 ft ft fftrrrn ft ft ie Fcfft ft 20 ffft 

2007 cTF fft? FF TFcftr Ffftrdftf FT eF[ Fft fftFT FT TTFFT, ftrrrfft fttarftft 
6TTI apiftsT fftqi FFT "t I 


57^9 -5 lS.r- % 
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(g). Rft ft! 44ft ft to 4ft TOjeft mRtiichK ft> 

TO TO eTT^ TO4T4T ■$ 34JfTO ft! TO TT^cTT t 3lR SnfcTCJ, (44444) ftRip TO4T4 
ft MRcf JjRr 44! ft! Rf* Rt 44T 44R 40 13,300/- yfft ftcT HfcT 44 cfl 7 ^ fftRT 
vSTRT Rfift?. R> Tftf4TO fft>R vjTFTT 4Tfftq 1% Mo1*1 wfftcq Reft efftt eft Rl4 44444 
4^41 TO4T4 ft MRd ^ TOf ft> Rtf? fftiRR TOTO W 4ft 444 Raffa/efTEd 
fMft ft! 31FTO TO MRd fft>4 Ri £ ^ fft> ^3 3TI4R TO I TOlft! aieTTR, fttefcM 
SKI ufrlftRcl RsifcT fft> Mcrl'1 gKI TRffted Reft ^R J I 44 Eleftul hReIcmI ft! Riq 
rl^TTcT 4ft 4ft TO eft 4ft TOT! 4ft geffT ft TOT TOdT 4ft I fftpft RvFRSf^Tof 4^ 

fft>R 4TT R4 hTT | TfTcftR qft^Teptf ft! feR ftteft'M £T4 cfETd 4ft 4ft 44 "3ft?H 
ajh “frlR" ftfeM/f gT4 fft^Tft TO eft RTeft 11 ftfcft'M ft RTcftw 
qR^ldft 4ft 3(4fft ft! ftRFT fft^TR TO fttRJff ft>4 t fftpft 3irft?T fftETR 17 
fftRTO 2008 ft Wft ft! Tftf4TO fftTO 4R ft | 3RT:, 4t> 4TfftTO4 fttsftftftft g]4 fft^J 
44 TOdfeTR ft! TTrft ft ftfftft[4ft!qeT gTOT 3Tffte44d 4ft 4ft RRT3ft TO vitift 

Riq RJ4T ^ ft I RT^RT ft! fttaiftM ft! (de444) ftft^4 TO4T4 ft 40 

13,300/- yfft Red 47 fMRd TOR ft! TOfftdT Re! *jR4 TOll ft! Riq fft^ER TOIlft 
4ft ’fTTeftvjf qRqieH'l eft Riq $ild 4ft 4ft fftwift TO eft 4ft cr) TO clHtft fft>4T 
RT 4444, ftRnfft> ^Tftftftyef £T4 3Rftl4 fft>R 4R ft I 

fTpft 3lefTR, ^RTftftftVcT RT 4F 4TR fftj TO R7 fttsftftcft ft TOfeTcT 

3FjftrfftcT RRR eft 3R/TR 4^ ftt 4rTO ffft 4ft! TOTcTT ft Rftfft? HHfty ^eT 

444 ^14M4 ft f^T yTfft4TOT eft TO ^ TOnft 4^ fftR ft fft> ■Oleftd nR^lclft’ ^ 

feiy TO fftsftRcT 4ft TO? 4fft ft eTOERT ftft^4 TO! 5TE 3fWlRd 4ft! ft!| 

4?ft RTTR 4R ft, fttaftM eft 44444 fttop 4T4H ft RTcftR qRTOcfftt ^ fftl4 
TOJTO ?llffte1 4ft! ftf | 

(vii). eTrfTRft 4ff! g)4 fft>y 44 Reft/Hl^dKift eft R44 TO fe)4K 4TOft ^ 4T4, v^TTfftj 

4T4ft!4 4ReT 4^ TOITO IKT 3lftgTT 4ft 4ft ft afR ^ 44444 4^4 TO4T4 ft 'Weftvji 

4RR4Fft eft fcR 4^ RTffteT 4ft! 4F TOvft ft fft> 16 4RTO 2007 20 4RTO 2007 eTR 

ReftuT yfftReEft ^ feF- #3ftM £T4 ft4Tcf 4ft 4ft TO eft 4ft TO! "3fr?T4 RfRift!" 

3lR "Rletr ^ feT4 314 TO PltlfRd 4ft viilVf [ 

(viii). 31lft?T fft4TR 17 Rroro 2008 ft, ^eltR yRReFft eft Riy TO eft 4ft 44t 4ft ft*llcft eft 

Rf\ ] 4TO4 aftlETT <gef e44cT TO 6 yfftTO eft 4TRN cWT TOft ^ft ftTOlR TOTpft, ft44 TOTcl, 
qift! eflOd, toRcRJ! 4ft ^3T ft qR4>feJ?i' fftRT 4R 4T ^Rfft TO VI4R4 3lft«R 

441 ^el^R qRdleH ft/ TO RNk 4^ft PltllRel 4ft 4ft ylftfft<4 TO4T4 ft 

TO4 TOtTTRcI Rrt 4R tl 4ft! 44 uft ^eltR yRRTOl ^ feR ft! RTeftR 
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•qfttllcFTr R fcR i\ e^Tlcf eft T\i sff, sJM^chrl Rm 16 2007 20 2007 

cT4> qRdlcHl R fcR SKI <3’lid eft ^ ftRTTt 4R eft Pi? ciMl ft fcR p? ft 

PtEjR u l ftcj qft ^RiftRl 3l L Mli|l vjII kf | cR ft PnR u 1 4R Rm(oi(^C 1 ft pft qft Pf 

t- 

(qr). aiftP Rw 17 .fc*f*K 2008 ft 3TJ^k 11 (vii) (W) ft W SjRftRd. W ft zH 
ft feKj ftaftftft £M ftq f^nrzTT mR po 1,35,000/- qfft pp yRiffti # 1 ppprR, 
16 ft 20 4W 2007 cT^ 5 Rft ft feH? ft eft ftRTPT TRTTft tR ftrfR R>PT 

pm t, fttfft po 13,50,000/- yRqRid ter pm 11 

(®r). vfRnftftqcl ft 6 after 2012 ft 3Tqft mPT ftWT ft fttftftft £M mmmRm ftft P? 

ftp ftfftm ft Weevil yRmdft ft mqft ft qpift ft mR ftft proft ft ftwr 

qft ftft ^vifr 8ft | ^ fttft ft, RTRT ft PTP, 16 ft 20 PPRR 2007 PP PPftq 

mR^IchI qft 3TcTf^T ft ftvM PPT fftmftt" <flR '‘Risr’ ft PIHcl ft TjEFT ft 
c| l *dRq> pqqtP affc cTTPcT is qft ft 4£qPT YTTfftcT 11 ftft J l<R1, fttftlftft ft P ft 
ftpqftftfter itm ftRq Rcr°i ft yfcRRcr anftft ft R)ft qq apjftt \3di^ t afft 
PT ft §PK R>m ft Riqiq Rt m? ftt3ftfttft qq 3fidR<P Refcli ft 3lft IRlft 
sm ftm pm pp ftftm qft ft i wr Rtrr # if ?ri 4^ftt ^ ^pT#te yy 
efftf Rctr t\ m, wit frw # ww crate is mv % ^rt 

Cfft KTFT i ^1 W 11 

RWT ii 3TJTTR, ^4 "aft?PT ftmil" A W 33, 743 yfeT ^qT 4?T ^ ^ 7.020 ^4eT 
Wfp4 toT 2TT Rrl^l^R RTf^T ^0 2,36,876/- Ftctt t | ?^t TT4^R, Z*1 RmT ^ 

■^o 33,743/- yRt ^qpr i>\ ^ ^ 6.12 c^qcT ^rq cpt wrtq f^n ^tt Ri^ ^iRr 

^0 2,06, 507/- i[$\ % I efr^ft siff eft egeT ^F1 .cTFTcT ^0 4,43,383/- MR J lRlcT 

fteft f #7 4 TT^f qRdlcHt 4?f 3^ is efRR W ^ RR ^£RT4?f 

3TFp i feR 4ff3MRt fRT yt^TT Wifely eTPTcT # ^l^TlRrT fo?TT W 11 
(Tf). fcRrm W7f cfan ^Err cTFTcT qt W, mRf^PcTFSff q^ 'JWlM TTM yfel^Rel 

qpft mR ^ 3TT^T f^P 17 2008 IfRT 3 R4W7 2007 $ 30 RtPR 2008 

cRP ^eT*tq> qRwRt ^ Rrq cql q?f ^tk? 1 ^ Rrq RRrqr tptr RytRci 'frqq 
^PTeT q?f yq* ^ ^ #. ^RdiRd Rrtt w an i arr^r f^ricp 17 2008 qt 

3 ^q-_ 1 ^q ^ W cTFTrf RlWT ^ ST^TR, 3 2007 ^ 30 Rld^Y 2008 

m> 302 Rqt q^t arqRr i Rrq qi^ft w 4ttaM€t ot qaq qRRfer ^o 
i,i 0 ,6 01 /- ^RdiRd tor w 11 cicrffTR, qpft ^fq^iRr q?f 3fRm ^rnm qw ^o 
366/- qRRq qRr ^4 qRqRid Refr ti ^rferq, 16.11.2007 ^ 20.11.2007 (5 fct) 
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cT4? hR^M- 1 f^T# ^ # eTTHTT 3 f^HRR 2007 ^ 30 RftM? 

2008 cR> 3fc]^ x£ ^RpT Ejq'jfFy TXJ TT^ 4^ SltflcT eTFTTT E^ 3TMR XR 

trf^focT t[ cTT^TN, E$ fRxj 5 4>el eTFTcT 

3,662/- MRx|Rlc1 11 

f^RFIT ffWl x£ 10 tffcRlcI 4^ T? ^ >dqR<*jq| aft? ^ elFTU e£ 6 ylrl^ld eft 
T? ^ rRRt 3TT4?T Rto 17 f^TFfiR 2008 4 3Ff|c|Vd cjfecftu| <$] 3|^u| ^i 

^n% ftp? tt? ti 

^rTc^r wR^iieM e£ 5 f^rf e£ Rr Tt !?g ^ct w^tct vtftt ftRRt ^o 

20,47,968/- 4R J lR[c1 ^cTT § I 

t 

16 R4^y 2007 ^ 20 TcjHR 2007 cT4> Tile^vrl MR-cUddl e£ feR £7f[ 3TftFT R|Ufr4) 
cPIT %4l <ft chic?! e£ 4>d Ef£ e£ f^dfcp 23 uRcRt 2008 e£ ?TM 

'fRTR % 146 ^ 4?1R 11 ^ ^ ^ 146 ^ e£ WRFF ^Tc^T 

xiREIRR ER? #7 TO 20,47,968/- Ef> efFTH XSETT Fifth e£ 3IMR Tf, ^ 

TO 14,027/- UlrT Vjfcl £F qRqRid ft^T t1 

3 ft^TC 2007 ^ 30 Rt?RR 2008 EFF 5cT^ qRxJIcHl ^ fcR TTf ^ ^ 

fcR f^RTTT W7T XR XTf^ ^ feR 3TT^T ftFRT 17 f^fFER 2008 # ^ftd l Rd 
^TT^t Ef) hR ^ xjXT^cfd f^^4xi| e£ 8f]EIR XR ^fpRT ftw 3fR 16 Fc|H>! 

2007 R 20 2007 cT<F ^TTc^oT qRdlddl' ^ ftpr tffefllftft gTF hlTcT <ft 

eft TT^ ^rft ijRj VTFKt E$ mRcjicH x£ feR 3T4 dRldlRd STTcf^ 31^1 
% XftefTTT f^T T^l f | 

■*jP } xarc^uT qRqleH) $ fel 1 ? 37f\ 4?[ #TTcf[ X7cfpf gTF TKoT RPlRfrl ^4T ^ 
t afR ^ £2IH ^T ^ f^ ^ 4 >i4c||^| 16.11.2007 X^ 20.11.2007 cT^ ^ 

cFTTtff cf) RRt^ 3pm? $> RfXJ f^RFTT TJFRlf ^ RrejRxJT cfT xtftfiRr t, x^f f Rx FFf% 
c^el X3^I ^141014 gHT Rf^I f^JT W t, $dfeiq f^FTPft HtcTlr cRTT rl^Fl q^ff E^ 
feR aieFT-^TeFT ^ RfElfRcT cfR^ EFT tl ^ f | 3TefTETT, ET? 

#TT x?Fct f\ 5RTT <T^ Tf t, ^TTc^W qRdldd)' ^ ^Rh VIxjfold ftfa*FT 3T^R4?[ 

^TcR W7 Tf ^ ^ RgRxxT E^ Rjxt f^R cTT^T ^TT| ^T HFRl ^f M 4>|4c| | ^ | f^t 
VETFsh xj?T EfR tfa>d) Ekj' 1'[4, ^ VIFTI^J CJi^MqVi afR T[f^q q^fFr ^ feFj 

^ 11 dq^K, hifR ^ ffcm vrm? ^etft wiy xsf t[ Ri^fRd fex tx; 1 1 
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(ix). 3TP&T Iftro 17 ffttfro 2008 ft 34pft§ ii (vii) (4) ft tot yfcrtfed. 15 Rttor 2007 ft 

30 fftcTO? 2008 TO 4ft 3T#T ft feH? 7ft3ftftft §T7T 4H7lft4> 44 4477 3 

2007 ft 30 Ride'll 2008 clef) 4ft 3T4fft ft ffty Tjoj^cfr yf/^Tefftf ft Rfy cT4 fftTOT 
ft Wm ft fe!4 7 MW 3lfta4 47 4 E/ft ft fftry <444 4ft 44 ft 774 ft TjRdlRd ffty 
t? I ftftt fMcf ft, 16 44*4? 2007 ft 20 44TO 2007 TO 4ft arftft ft ffty ^3frM §T7T 
4Rctffc)4> STf fft^wi TT4R ’ft 73477 arqfft ft fftfy ^d«l4> qRtJIdft ftcj fft7T4T 44R 
RfaiRd fft/ «nft ft 7474 cTFTrT 4ft 44 ft TO ft 7jpdTRd ffty ’IT? f | ^ftef?, ft^HftlifRd 
ft \j^f srftft ft ffty >Nt eftf ft ffty 44rft 4ft §7jcft ft ft qro 4ft ftftRw ttto tortti 
ft ?7T ftftft 4ft TTft 4cTT4T £ 3Tk 4cTT4T t fft fttaftftftt ftt qRd l dft ft 

fftRft fft/ ^4 fft^WT Wlft 4ft 47^ft §RT 4RcT ft^ftfcT^T 4>|L|R¥H fftfft^S (Mftt/d) ft 
ftftT ft ^fft §T7T ft§/7T cTT47T 4§ft ft 47^/7 4R4T 4Tf£/ &TT afR uR47ftftRd ft fft7T4T 
OTTft 4ft afR 47jftt 4ft TO4 ftt |y 3 F£Rt§ TOlft ft TO ft ftm uTRT 4Tft/ I 4§ f&jfft 4PT 
TOft t fft 3 fftTOR 2007 ft 30 fftc447 2008 TO 4ft 34jfft ft ffty 44JTO 3TT/4 fft4T47 17 
fftTOR 2008 ft fftlfRcT TT/ftt 4ft /TJeff §771 ftftftftd" ft 4ft ^ 3TRT47 47jftl ftt 4lfft7T 477ft 
44 fftft?r fftdT TO I 16.11.2007 ft 20.11.2007 TO 4ft 314fft ft ffty ftf cRTf £cj 44 fft7T4T 
10 TjfcTO tfuRcilft afR TOR 6 yfeTO HifufR ft 4FIT&J, 7^0 1 5,74,100/- qR’lRld 
ftfclT 11 ■3T?T:, fttsfftM 4ft ^ fftft?T fftilT TOT t fft 3.12.2007 ft 30.09.2008 cT4T 4ft 314lft ft 
fifty q/rfyr qRdidft ftg 47i fftro ynift 4ft 3?te cr^pft ft ffty ftfttfttyer 4ft t^o 
15,74,100/- 4ft 7T% 4Tfft?T 4ft I 

(X). TTTWftyftfj TOft ft 77T ft, 4^ 7TO fft^T TOT t fft ^77 TOft ft fftftftrT 4ft ^ 47 §t 
fftTTft 47 eft 4^ 4dft 4ft ft^Teft §T7T 16 TO47 2007 ft 20 TO47 2007 TO ftteftftft §771 

ffty §y TTTeftTT qRdldft ft ffty fT eTTy; ftftt 3fft 4§ TTTcftjT ft/d Id ft ft feR 711 MM ftR 

47 eTT 7 ^ 47 4ift ftftt 7TS7T ^ft fttftlftft ft 474R ft TTTffteT fft 41 747^47 [ 

12.1. qRu||H747ni|, afR vT4^47T 447ftt ft, TOT 7744 fftdN-fftlft ft TOR 47, 4§ 4]R»4)7 U I 16 TO47 2007 

ft 20 44RR 2007 7T4T 4t?T y4.A 774T ^llfdft ft 4Ffft ft TTTcftjT H R^ let ft ft feT4 ftdTTT 4ft 4^ ^4 ''371744 

Rrfyftt" afR 44 ^ “fftyT' ft fftry t?o 14,027/- yfft to yfft 44 Rrrt 44 R ar^ftlfftci tott 1 1 

12 . 2 . Tftaftftft 4ft 4§ fftftyr fftrn toi t fft 3.12.2007 ft 30.09.2008 to 4ft 374fft ft ffty gcrt47 qRrorft 

ftg 44 fftTRTT 44Tft 4ft 3TfiftF 47^cft 40 15,74,100/- 4ft 7 TRt ftftftl^d ftl 4TfftfT 4ft TO I 

ft. 477. dldiyd^Ha44,77474 (fftrl) 
[fftTOT [ 11/4/143/12/37777.] 

379$ t *1 



17 2008 <J> OT^TT ^ 3iirt*iq5—1 ^ aifl'fa 4,014 <t> <1>mT 

f$PJ 03-12-2007 ^ 30—09-2008 ^ f$HJ 17 fti-HM*. 16-11-2007 ^ 20-11—2007 

2008 ^ 3TT^7T 4' *TH7 IPTI 



925' n 18 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, the 3rd October, 2012 

No. TAMP/21/2012-COPT. —In exercise of the powers conferred by Sections 48, 49 and 50 of the Major Port 
Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), and in compliance of the direction of the Hon’ble High Court of kerala in the Writ Petition No. 
12119 of 2008 filed by M/s. India Steamship and M/s. James Mackintosh & Co. Pvt. Ltd., the Tariff Authority for Major Ports 
hereby disposes of the proposal received from the Cochin Port Trust for approval of tug hire charges for salvage 
operation and the joint claim statement received from M/s. India Steamship/M/s. james Machintosh & Co. Pvt. Ltd. in this 
regard, as in the Order appended hereto. 

TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
Case No. TAMP/21/2012-COPT 

Cochi n Port Trust and India Steamship/ . Applicant 

James mackintosh & Co. Pvt. Ltd. 

ORDER 

(Passed on this 28th day of September, 2012) 

This case relates to the proposal received from Cochin Port Trust (COPT) dated 
20 March 2012 seeking approval of Tug hire charges for salvage operation, based on judgment 
passed by the Hon’ble High Court of Kerala on 24 February 2012 in the Writ Petition No.12119 of 
2008 filed by M/s.India Steamship and M/s.James Mackintosh & Co. Pvt. Ltd. 

2. The proposal of COPT dated 20 March 2012 is with reference to a dispute 

between the port and M/s.James Mackintosh & Co. Pvt. Ltd. (JMCPL) on levy of charges for 
deployment of tugs for salvage operations and the order passed by the Hon'ble High Court of 
Kerala thereon with directions to COPT, Petitioner and TAMP. The port has furnished a copy of 
the order passed by the Hon'ble High Court of Kerala on 24 February 2012 along with a copy of 
the letter dated 12 March 2012 received by the port from its Advocates forwarding the said 
judgment. The main points made by COPT in the above-referred letter are summarized below: 

(i) . The COPT hired two tugs of 50 Tonne Bollard Pull and positioned the tugs in 

Cochin on 15.09.2007 in anticipation of commencement of Single Point Mooring 
(SPM) operations. 

(ii) . SPM operations in COPT being a new service, the Board of Trustees of COPT in 

its meeting held on 29.06.2007, fixed ad hoc rates of ^41,000/- per tug per hour 
and US$ 1708.33 per tug per hour for coastal and foreign going vessels 
respectively. The port filed a proposal before TAMP on 31.5.2007 for approval of 
the ad hoc rates. TAMP vide letter dated 11 June 2007 acknowledged receipt of 
the proposal of the Port for approval of the ad hoc rates. 

(iii) . Subsequently, the port submitted a fresh proposal for fixing tariff for SPM 

operations on 13.10.2008 at the request of TAMP based on the actual operations 
for 10 months from December 2007 to September 2008. 

(jv). The Authority vide Order No.TAMP/32/2007-COPT dated 17 December 2008 has 
approved Tug charges per tug per hour or part thereof for hired tugs for pull back 
operation at SPM, retrospectively with effect from 3 December 2007 as under:- 


For the period from 

For the period after 

3 December 2007 upto 30 September 2008 

30 September 2008 

Foreign-going 

Coastal 

Foreign-going 

Coastal 

(in US $) 

(in Tj 

(in US $) 

(in ?) 

825.18 

19586 

560.25 

16280 


(v) . On 16.11.2007, the Oil tanker vessel MT Ratna Shalini of M/s.India Steamship, 

Kolkata under the agency of JMCPL while moving from outer anchorage to port’s 
COT berth grounded. COPT hired tugs Ocean Symphony and Tug Shiva were 
used for emergency salvage operations from 16.11.2007 to 20.11.2007. 

(vi) . COPT applied the rate of US$ 1708.33 to JMCPL for hiring the tugs during period 

from 16.11.07 to 20.11.07 as only ad-hoc rates were available at that time. 
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(vii). JMCPL moved the Hon’ble High Court of Kerala on 09.04.2008 against the COPT 
for applying rate of US$ 1708.33 per tug per hour for emergency salvage 
operations contending that there was no TAMP approved rates for salvage 
operation. 


(viii). As directed by the Hon'ble High Court vide order dated 10 March 2010, JMCPL 
paid ^38,22,038/- to the port as per the revised calculation based on the rates 
approved by TAMP (i.e. US$ 825.18 per tug per hour). 


(ix). The Hon’ble High Court of Kerala has disposed of the case on 24 th February 2012 
directing the COPT to file appropriate statements before the Authority within one 
month from 8 March 2012 and the TAMP, the 5 th respondent to take a decision in 
that matter within a further period of six months. The Judgment order of the High 
Court of Kerala is reproduced below: 


"The petitioners (JMCP) and respondents 1 to 4 (COPT and its officials) herein will 
forward their claims by filing appropriate statements before the additional fifth 
respondent (TAMP) within a period of one month from the date of receipt of a copy 
of this judgment. The additional fifth respondent will consider the whole aspects of 
the claim based on the pleas raised by the respective parlies and find out whether 
the item of service rendered by the Port Trust is covered by the various 
notifications issued by the TAMP and if not, will fix scale of rates applicable for the 
service rendered by the Port Trust for the salvage operations and other related 
activities. The same will be communicated duly to the respective parties. This 
shall be done within a further period of six months. The whole liability for payment 
of the amount by the petitioners will depend upon the said decision ." 

(x). In this backdrop, the COPT has requested this Authority to permit them to apply 
the TAMP approved rate of US$ 825.18 per tug per hour for the salvage 
operations carried out in respect of MT Ratna Shalini during the period from 
16.11.2007 to 20.11.2007 even though the salvage operation is outside the 
purview of SPM operation. It has also requested to issue an Order in this regard 
for settling the issues with JMCPL. 


3- This Authority vide its Order dated 17 December 2008 approved the rate for 

deployment of hired tugs by COPT for pullback operations at SPM based on the proposal filed by 
the COPT in this regard at that relevant point of time. The position with reference to the said Order 
of 17 December 2008 is summarized below: 

(a) . The COPT vide its letter dated 31 May 2007 filed a proposal for fixation of vessel 

related charges and wharfage for the operations at SPM at the COPT. The COPT 
filed its proposal based on the provisions of MOU entered by it with BPCL for 
installation and operations of SPM. The proposal of COPT, inter-alia, included 
fixation of hire charges for deployment of hired tugs for pull back operations at 
SPM. The COPT proposed a rate of ?41,000/- and US$ 1708.33 per tug per hour 
for coastal and foreign going vessels respectively. 

(b) . As decided during the proceedings of the case, the COPT filed a revised proposal 

vide its letter dated 13 October 2008 based on actual performance for the period 
of 10 months from December 2007 to September 2008. In the revised proposal, 
the COPT revised the proposed rate to ^29,200/- per tug per hour as against 
US$ 1708.33 for foreign and T41.000/- for coastal per tug per hour proposed 
earlier. 


(c) . In the revised proposal, the COPT informed that even though the SPM operation 

was commenced only from 3 December 2007, the two tugs hired exclusively for 
‘ SPM operation were positioned on 15 September 2007. 

(d) . As can be seen from the cost statement attached as Annex-I to the Order dated 

17 December 2008, two sets of rates for the pullback operations - one for the 
period from 3 December 2007 to 30 September 2008 and another for one year 
from 1 October 2008 were prescribed. The rate for the period from 3 December 
2007 to 30 September 2008 was arrived at after recognizing the hire charges 
incurred by the port for the period from 15 September 2007 to 2 December 2007 
the period during which the tugs were kept as standby. 
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4.1. ' As seen from the Judgment order, M/s.India Steamship and M/s.JMCPL 

(Petitioners 1 & 2 respectively) filed the Writ Petition on 10.4.2008 against COPT through its Board 
of Trustees, Chairman and its officials (Respondents 1 to 4). TAMP is shown as 5th additional 
respondent in the Writ Petition and reportedly represented by Advocate, Sri Abraham Thomas, 
Central Government Counsel. However, this Authority is not aware of such a Writ Petition filed by 
the petitioners until a reference dated 20 March 2012 was received from COPT forwarding a copy 
of the Judgment of the High Court of Kerala. This Authority has not heard anything in this regard 
either from the Central Government Counsel or Registry of High Court of Kerala. 

4.2. At paragraph 17 of the judgment order, the Hon’ble High Court have observed that 
the Petitioner-1 (India Steamship) has already filed a statement before TAMP and TAMP has not 
filed any counter affidavit. It is a fact that M/s.India Steamship vide its letter dated 7 April 2008, 
just before moving the Hon’ble High Court on 9 April 2008, brought to the notice of this Authority 
regarding the dispute with COPT relating to recovery of charges for deployment of Tug Shiva and 
Ocean Symphony for salvage operations and requested this Authority to call for the relevant 
records from COPT and after hearing both parties, direct COPT to refund the excess recovery 
made by it. Though not any action was initiated by us on the letter dated 7 April 2008 of M/s.India 
Steamship, it is relevant here to mention that this Authority is refrained from entertaining 
representations made by individual parties as per the directions issued by the Ministry of Shipping 
(MoS) under Section 111 of the Major Port Trusts Act, 1963 vide MOS letter No.PR- 
14019/36/2001-PG dated 9 September 2002. 

5.1. The Order of the Hon’ble High Court requires both Petitioner (JMCPL) and COPT 
to forward their claims within one month from the date of receipt of the judgment. Since no claim 
statement was received from the petitioners, we vide our letter dated 3 April 2012 requested the 
petitioners, M/s.India Steamship and M/s.JMCPL to file their claims statements within the time limit 
stipulated by the Hon'ble High Court of Kerala. 

5.2. Subsequently, the JMCPL has filed a joint claim statement vide their letter dated 
6 April 2012. The main points made by the JMCPL and India Steamship in their joint claim 
statement are summarized below: 

(i) . India Steamship is the owner of tanker vessel ‘MT Ratna Shalini V-73\ which 

called at Cochin Port on 13/11/2007. The JMCPL is the local steamer agent of the 
India Steamship in Cochin. 

(ii) . The vessel 'MT Ratna Shalini' V-73, came to the Cochin Port's outer anchorage 

on 13/11/2007 at 1618 hrs. carrying 82249 MT crude oil to be received by Bharat 
Petroleum Corporation Limited (Cochin Refinery). The vessel was subsequently 
anchored at Cochin Port’s outer roads/ outer anchorage as per the instructions 
given by the port control. On 15/11/2007 night, the Master of the vessel received 
instructions from the port control to pick up the port’s pilot at 0540 hrs. on 
16/11/2007 for taking the vessel inside the port through the ports channel for 
berthing the vessel at the Cochin Ports' Oil Terminal. 

(iii) . Subsequently, the port’s pilot boarded the vessel at 0540 hrs. on 16/11/2007 and 

he took control of the vessel and as instructed by the port’s pilot, the vessel 
engine was made to move ahead and the pilot ordered engine full ahead. When 
the vessel was about to enter into the port channel between buoy nos.1 and 2, the 
vessel grounded. The port’s pilot, master and crews on board tried their level best 
to move the vessel out to the deeper channel. All the efforts to pull the vessel out, 
using the port tugs in presence of port's Harbour Master, Deputy Conservator 
were in vain and the vessel could not be re-floated. 

(iv) . Finally, the claimants decided to lighten the vessel for which another tanker vessel 

‘MT Lady Chiara’ was hired and the cargo of crude oil was transferred from the 
claimants’ vessel MT ‘Ratna Shalini’ to the hired tanker MT ‘Lady Chiara’. 
Thereafter, the vessel was cleared safely from the channel and the vessel was 
brought to the outer anchorage and subsequently, the vessel was again brought 
inside the Cochin Port by the port’s pilot and remaining cargo was also discharged 
at the designated oil terminal of the respondents. After discharging the entire 
cargo, the vessel sailed out from the Cochin Port on 24/11/2007. 


c, iZL-to 





38 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY [Part III— Sec. 4] 


(v) . After the rescue of the vessel, the COPT issued a demand statement to the 

JMCPL showing the details of tugs hire charges of various tugs used for the 
rescue operation of the vessel MT 'Ratna Shalini’ V-73 amounting to 
^22,94,396.00. The JMCPL made arrangements for payment of that amount to its 
deposit account. Later, the COPT issued another demand statement showing the 
details of the shifting charges, pilotage and all port dues and expenses relating to 
the rescud operation of the vessel amounting to ^9,49,316.00. The India 
Steamship issued a letter dated 17/12/2007 to the COPT appealing to waive or 
ameliorate the tugs and pilotage charges. 

(vi) . In reply to the above, the COPT issued a letter dated 21/12/2007 to the JMCPL 

stating that the pilotage and hourly rates of the tugs used for the rescue operation 
are approved by TAMP and that the same cannot be waived or reduced and also 
stating that the total expenses are much less than what a salvage company would 
have charged. 

(vii) . Thereafter, the JMCPL made arrangements for payment of the balance amount of 

^9,49,316/- to its deposit account. In the meanwhile, the COPT again issued 
another demand statement showing a balance amount of ^95,67,992.00. The 
JMCPL requested the COPT to provide the details of the tug hire charges and to 
issue bills relating to the payment made. In reply, the COPT has stated that the 
JMCPL's request cannot be acceded to and demanded the remittance of 
^1,28,87,762/- as per a statement of vessel charges. It is pertinent to note that 
the COPT has charged exorbitant rates for the hired tugs @ US $1708.33 
(^66,915/-) per hour as per the statement whereas the COPT has earlier charged 
only ^5625/- per hour for the said tugs. 

(viii). India Steamship in their reply to the COPT stated that they have already made the 
full payments of ^32,43,712/- calculated as per TAMP approved Scale of Rates for 
the services rendered by the COPT and hence at this stage the COPT is not 
entitled to demand any further charges or cost from the claimants. 

(ix) . In reply to the above, the COPT issued another demand letter to the JMCPL 

stating that the Port administration has taken a policy decision to apply the rates of 
tug hire charges approved by the Board of Trustees for SPM (single point 
mooring) operation if the Tug Ocean Symphony and tug Shiv are utilized for non 
SPM and emergency purpose. The final charges to be applied would be based on 
the TAMP approved rates and the excess amount collected, if any, would be 
reimbursed and arbitrarily demanded the claimant without supporting bills to make 
the balance payment of ^94,90,443/- with penal interest within one week. 
(?94,90,443/- is the negative balance shown by the Deposit Account.) 

(x) . The demand made is arbitrary, illegal and against the directions and Scale of 

Rates fixed by the TAMP. Hence, India Steamship made a representation before 
the TAMP highlighting the irregularity of the COPT and praying to review and 
reconsider the demand in the light of the existing TAMP order and Scale of Rates. 

(xi) . In the meanwhile, the claimants approached the Hon'ble High Court of Kerala by 

filing W.P (C) 12119/2008 challenging the reported arbitrary action of the COPT 
and praying for a writ of certiorari quashing demand notice and for an order 
restraining the COPT from debiting any amount from the claimant’s deposit 
account. Vide interim Order dated 10/04/2008, the Hon’ble High Court had 
granted stay of recovery of amount on the condition that the claimants furnish 
Bank Guarantee for ^95 lakhs. Subsequently, after furnishing the Bank 
Guarantee, the Hon'ble High Court vide interim order dated 11/06/2008 extended 
the stay until further orders. 

(xii) . Subsequently, the COPT notified the TAMP rates for SPM operations which came 

into effect from 3 December 2007. Even though, the said rates were not 
applicable in the present case on a bonafide mistake and in order to get back the 
Bank Guarantee filed before the High Court, the tug hire charges were 
recalculated and the claimants mistakenly paid an amount of ^38,22,038 f~ to 
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COPT. The Bank Guarantee filed before the High Court was returned to the 
claimants by the High Court as directed by the interim order dated 10/03/2010 in 
W.P (C) 12119/2008. As the COPT demanded interest on the said amount, the 
Hon’ble High Court ordered that the issue of interest would be decided later. 

(xiii). Subsequently, the claimants filed a Direction Petition numbered as 1A 
No. 16082/2011 in W.P (C) 12119/2008 for a direction to the COPT to recalculate 
the actual tug hire charges payable as per the TAMP approved rates which 
prevailed during the period 16/11/2007 to 20/11/2007. The COPT filed a counter 
to the said Direction Petition and as directed by the Hon’ble High Court, they also 
produced the Scale of Rates prevailing during 2007. The said Direction Petition 
was heard by the Hon'ble High court and finally the W.P (C) 12119/2008 itself was 
disposed by the Hon'ble High Court of Kerala vide judgment dated 24/02/2012 
directing the claimants and the COPT to forward their claims to the TAMP within 
one month from the date of receipt of a copy of the judgement and that TAMP will 
consider the whole aspects of the claims based on the pleas raised by the 
respective parties within a period of 6 months. 

(xiv). The points made by claimants for consideration by the TAMP are as follows: 

(a) . COPT cannot charge any rates not approved by TAMP. The COPT is 

bound to recalculate the tug hire charges payable for the hired tugs i.e. 
Tug Ocean Symphony' and Tug Shiv’ as per the TAMP approved Scale 
of Rates prevalent at the relevant time {16/11/2007 to 20/11/2007) and 
reimburse the excess amount which was wrongly paid by the claimants 
with an intention to close the matter and getting back the bank guarantee 
mistakenly believing the rate applicable for the said period was 
US$ 825.18/hr. 

(b) . The main dispute in the case is the stand taken by the COPT to apply hire 

charges approved by the Board of Trustees for SPM operations if the Tug 
Ocean Symphony’ and Tug Shiv’ are utilised for non SPM and 
emergency purposes. But, it is to be noted that such charges has not 
been approved by the TAMP. 

(c) . The services of Tug Ocean Symphony’ and Tug Shiv’ were provided to 

the India Steamship’s vessel 'MT Ratna Shalini’ (a foreign going vessel) 
for the period from 16/11/2007 to 20/11/2007. As the SPM operations 
commenced only from 03/12/2007, the TAMP had approved the rates 
retrospectively only from 03/12/2007. Therefore, the tug hire charges 
applicable for the said period would only be the existing TAMP approved 
Scale of Rates for tug hire prevalent during the relevant time. 

(d) . In fact, the COPT had clarified that the rates already charged by them for 

the tugs including the hired tugs are approved by the TAMP vide its letter 
dated 21 December 2007. 

(e) . Hence, the volte face done by the COPT that the port administration has 

taken a policy decision to apply the rates of tug hire charges approved by 
the Board of Trustees for SPM operation if the Tug Ocean Symphony and 
Tug Shiv are utilised for non-SPM and emergency purpose is per se 
illegal and made with a ulterior motive to make easy money. 

(f) . As per Clause 2.17.1 of the tariff guidelines, whenever a specific tariff for 

a service/ cargo is not available in the notified Scale of Rates, the port can 
file a suitable proposal. But, it is to be noted that the COPT vide its letter 
dated 21 December 2007 had clarified that the rates already charged by 
them for the tugs including the hired tugs are approved rates. Hence, the 
COPT cannot be heard to say that what they have done was ‘salvage 
operation' and that the TAMP had not fixed any rates for such ‘salvage 
operation' and hence the COPT can act under Clause 2.17.2 of the 
guidelines for tariff fixation and can levy the proposed rate on an adhoc 
basis. 
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(g) . The fact that the COPT have not submitted any proposal for fixing any 

specific tariff for ‘Salvage Operation’ would itself prove the fallacy of such 
an argument. 

(h) . The COPT cannot take a contention that the tariff which was fixed in the 

Notification No.TAMP/32/2007-COPT dated 30/12/2008 for SPM 
operation is applicable in the present case. Moreover, it is also to be 
noted that the validity of the rates fixed by the said notification is only from 
03/12/2007. 

(i) . The judgement dated 24/02/2012 in W.P (C) 12119/2008 of the Hon’ble 

High Court of Kerala was received by the claimants on 07/03/2012 and 
the claim statement is filed on 6 April 2012, which is within time. 

(xv). In view of the above, it has prayed that the COPT may be directed to refund the 
excess amount over and above the amount to the extent of ^38,22,038/- paid by 
claimants on 5 March 2010 with interest. 

6. The proposal of COPT dated 20 March 2012 was forwarded to JMCPL for its 

comments vide our letter dated 16 April 2012. The JMCPL furnished its comments vide its letter 
dated 25 April 2012 which was again forwarded to COPT for its further remarks vide our letter 
dated 1 May 2012. The COPT has also furnished its reply vide its letter dated 19 May 2012. A 
summary of the comments received from JMCPL on the proposal of COPT and response of COPT 
thereon are tabulated below: 


SI. 

No. 

Comments of JMCPL on the proposal of 
COPT 

Response of COPT on the comments 
of JMCPL 

(!)■ 

The main dispute in the case is the stand 
taken by the COPT to apply hire charges 
approved by the Board of Trustees for SPM 
operations if the “Tug Ocean Symphony” and 
“Tug Shiv" are utilised for non SPM and 
emergency purposes. (Ref Exhibit P8 letter 
dated 02/04/2008 (Pg. 137/c) issued by the 4 !h 
respondent to the 2"* claimant). The service 
rendered by the COPT which is the subject 
matter of the present case has nothing to do 
with SPM operations. 

The claim that the services rendered had 
nothing to do with SPM operations cannot 
be justified. The circumstances and the 
need of the hour were such that the tugs 
hired for SPM operation had to be 
deployed for the salvage operation. 
Hence, the statement of the petitioners is 
totally baseless. 

(ii). 

(a). The COPT after offering various services 
for rescuing our vessel, which was grounded 
on 16/11/2007 while she was being brought 
to the port berth under the control of the 
Port's Pilot, had issued [Exhibit PI (Pg.125- 
126/c)] demand statement for ^22,94,396/- 
showing the details of hire charges of various 
tugs used for the rescue operation of the 
vessel. The said statement provided full 
details of tugs and the split up details of the 
time taken for the rescue operations by each 
tug. All the details of the rescue work done 
were provided in the said statement. 

(a). The allegation that COPT had issued 
a demand statement (Exhibit PI) for 
^22,94,396/- towards tug hire charges of 
various tugs used for rescue operation is 
incorrect. COPT has never issued such a 
demand note at any point of time. Exhibit 
PI is an internal note which was not final. 

It is surprising how an internal note came 
into the custody of the petitioner. 

(b). After the claimants paid the said amount, 
the COPT issued [Exhibit P2] demand 
statement dated 05/12/2007 (Pg. 127/c) for 
?9,49,316/- showing details of shifting 
chafges, pilotage and all port dues and 
expenses relating to the rescue operation of 
the vessel. Hence, the allegation made by 
the COPT of their claim statement to the 
effect that for lifting the grounded vessel, the 
hired tugs were used and since only ad-hoc 

(b). Regarding demand statement dated 
5/12/2007 for ?9,49,316/-, after rescue 
operations the vessel was subjected to 
several shifting and hence has been 
billed at the rate prescribed by TAMP, 
which is in order. It is also submitted that 
besides port’s own crafts/ tugs the tugs 
hired by the port were also pressed into 
rescue operation. Rates prescribed by 
the TAMP were applied in the cases of 
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rate was available for the hired tugs, the port 
had raised bills for T94,90,443/- is false and 
misleading. 

crafts/ tugs owned by the port and the 
Board approved ad-hoc rates were 
applied in the case of hired tugs. 

(iii). 

In fact, after the receipt of demand statement 
[Exhibit P2], the claimant had issued letter 
dated 17/12/2007 [Exhibit P3] to the Cochin 
Port appealing to waive the tugs and pilotage 
charges and in response to the same, the 
COPT had issued letter dated 21/12/2007 
[Exhibit P4] stating that the pilotage and 
hourly rates of the tugs used for the rescue 
operation are approved by TAMP and that 
the same cannot be waived or reduced. 
Thus, it can be seen that the COPT has 
stated on 21/12/2007 that the rates charged 
vide Exhibit PI and P2 are TAMP approved 
rates and hence, they cannot now claim that 
the rates fixed by TAMP vide Notification 
dated 30/12/2008 for the hired tugs for pull 
back operations at SPM should be made 
applicable to the present case. 

The contention of the claimant is totally 
baseless and rejected. Port has charged 
only the TAMP approved rates in the 
case of crafts/ tugs owned by the port 
and Board approved ad-hoc rates in the 
case of hired tugs. Later, the account of 
the claimant has been regularised by 
applying the rate i.e. USD 825.18 notified 
by the TAMP on 30 December 2008 for 
the hired tugs, for the period 03/12/2007 
to 30/09/2008. Cochin Port appeals to 
the Authority to permit it to apply the 
TAMP notified rate of USD 825.18 per tug 
per hour for the period from 16/11/2007 
to 20/11/2007 as the Authority had 
considered the cost of hire charges and 
other consumables incurred during the 
period 15/09/2007 to 30/09/2008 while 
fixing the tariff for the period 03/12/2007 
to 30/09/2008. 

(iv). 

In para 16, page 10 of the judgement dated 
24/02/2012 in W.P (C) 12119/2008, the 
Hon’ble High Court of Kerala has observed 
thus " That the vessel was grounded is an 
admitted fact in the writ petition. Various 
operations had to be done for salvaging it. 
Whether the rates charged are covered by 
the notification issued by the TAMP, is a 
disputed question now.” Further in para 18, 
page 11 of the said judgement, the Hon'ble 
High Court had directed TAMP to find out 
whether the item of service rendered by the 
Port Trust is covered by various notifications 
issued by the TAMP. Thus, the issue to be 
decided by TAMP is whether the rates 
already charged by the COPT vide [Exhibit 
PI and P2] demand statement and the 
present demand of the COPT to apply USD 
825.18 per tug per hour for the hired tugs are 
covered by TAMP notifications. 

It is true that no TAMP approved rates 
were available in the Scale of Rates for 
the rescue operation as observed by the 
Honourable High Court. In the absence 
of specific rates for the rescue operation 
permission of the Authority is requested 
to apply the rate of USD 825.18 per tug 
per hour or part thereof in the case of 
hired tugs which took part in the rescue 
operation. 

(V) 

The Authority had fixed the tug hire charges 
for SPM operations at Cochin Port Trust vide 
Notification No.TAMP/32/2007-COPT dated 
30/12/2008. As the SPM operations 

commenced only from 03/12/2007, the 
Authority had approved the rates 
retrospectively only from 03/12/2007. The 
rescue operations were done by the COPT 
durina the period 16/11/2007 to 20/11/2007 
and it was not related to anv SPM operations. 
Therefore, the tug hire charges applicable to 
the claimants for the said period would only 
be the existing TAMP approved Scale of 
Rates for Tug Hire prevalent during the 
relevant time and not the rates prescribed in 
Notification No.TAMP/32/ 2007-COPT dated 
30/12/2008. The existing Scale of Rates 
prevalent during the relevant time is the 
Exhibit P11 Scale of Rates. 

The prayer of the claimant is not worth 
considering. The rates available in the 
Scale of Rates during the rescue 
operation are related to the Tugs/ Crafts/ 
Floatilla, etc. owned by the port. Those 
rates cannot be extended to the tugs 
hired by the port under any 
circumstances. 
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(vi) . As per Clause 2.17.1 of Notification G.No.39 SPM operation is a new activity 

dated 31/03/2005 (Tariff policy guidelines of introduced in the port service with effect 
March 2005) of TAMP, it is stated that from 03/12/2007. As there was no 
wherever a specific tariff for a service/ cargo specific rate for SPM operations port 
is not available in the notified Scale of Rates, fixed ad-hoc rates in observation of the 
the port can submit a suitable proposal. As conditions laid down under clause 2.17.1 
per Clause 2.17.2 of the same, it is stated to 2.17.2 of TAMP’s guidelines. As port 
that alongwith the submission of proposal, is spending huge amount on the hired 
the proposed rate can be levied on an ad hoc tugs daily, the prayer of the port to permit 
basis till the rate is finally notified. The it to apply USD 825.18 per tug per hour 
proposal which was filed by the COPT which may be admitted, 
resulted in Notification No.TAMP/32/2007- 
COPT dated 30/12/2008 was for fixation of 
vessel related charges and wharfage for the 
operation at the Single Point Mooring at the 
Cochin Port. Hence, the Cochin Port Trust 
cannot demand that the said notification is 

_ applicable in the present case. _ 

(vii) . Thus, it can be seen that the Exhibit P11 Port is always optimistic in rendering 

TAMP approved Scale of Rates is applicable services to its customers and adopts a 

in the subject case and not the Scale of positive way of thinking. Salvage 

Rates notified by Notification operation is not a regular activity of the 
No.TAMP/32/2007-COPT dated 30/12/08 as port. Hence, it has not submitted any 

claimed by COPT, it is also worth mentioning proposal for fixing any tariff for salvage 

that the COPT had not submitted any operations, 

proposal for fixing any specific tariff for 

_ ‘Salvage Operation*. _ 

(viii). Hence, on the basis of the above, it is The contention of the claimant is 

submitted that the Scale of Rates which baseless and totally rejected. As 

should be applied in the present case is the mentioned above, the rates available in 

Exhibit P11 TAMP approved Scale of Rates, the Scale of Rates (Exhibit P11) is 

The demand of the Cochin Port Trust to apply exclusively for crafts/ tugs/ floatilla etc. 

the Scale of Rates notified by TAMP vide which are owned by port. Those rates 

Notification No.TAMP/32/ 2007-COPT dated cannot be applied to the tugs hired by the 

30/12/2008 has no basis and the said port on payment of huge hire charges 

demand has only to be discarded. daily. TAMP has fixed the rates for hired 

tugs based on the details of cost of fuel/ 
_ hire charges furnished by the port. _ 

(ix) . On account of the present stalemate, the The claimant has deliberately withheld 

COPT is illegally withholding an amount of ?3 payment of legitimate port charges. Port 

lakhs from our Deposit Account on the has every right to collect interest for the 

ground that the same will be released only delayed payment at the rate approved by 

_ after a final decision is taken in the case. _ the TAMP. Releasing of ?3 lakhs is 

(x) . Considering the above facts and claim dependent to the decision of the 

statement dated 06/04/2012, it is prayed that Authority, 
orders may be passed allowing our claim 

statement and the excess charges collected The Authority would appreciate the fact 

by the Cochin Port Trust may be directed to that the rates available in the Scale of 

be returned back to us. A further direction for Rates prevailed during the period of 

releasing the amount of ?3 lakhs which is rescue operations cannot be made 

currently illegally withheld by the Cochin Port applicable to the tugs hired by the port, 

from our Deposit Account may also be which have been stationed at the port 

passed. with effect from 15/09/2007 exclusively 

for SPM operations. Proposal of the port 
for approval of the TAMP to the Board 
approved rates had been sent in June 
2007. The rate finally notified by the 
TAMP is also on the basis of the cost 
sheet presented in support of the 

proposal. 
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Rescue operation is not similar to the 
SPM operation. The Authority would 
agree that rescue operation is more risky, 
fuel and energy consuming and 
strenuous. The hired tugs specially 
designed to cater to the need of SPM 
operation only had to be pressed into 
rescue operation to pull the grounded 
vessel away from the live channel at any 
cost to avoid the vessel sliding into the 
channel and blocking the vessel traffic. 

TAMP may kindly accord permission to 
apply the TAMP notified rates of USD 
825.18 per tug per hour or part thereof for 
the period from 16/11/2007 to 
20/11/2007. 


7. The submissions of JMCPL vide its letter dated 6 April 2012 was forwarded to 

COPT for its comments vide our letter dated 16 April 2012. The COPT vide its letter dated 27 April 
2012 furnished its comments which was again forwarded to JMCPL for its further remarks vide our 
letter dated 1 May 2012. The JMCPL has also furnished its reply vide its letter dated 11 May 
2012. A summary of the comments received from COPT on the submissions of JMCPL and the 
response of JMCPL thereon are tabulated below: 


SI. 

No 

Comments of COPT on the submissions of 
JMCPL 

Response of JMCPL on the comments 
of COPT 

(i). 

The petitioners' contention that the TAMP 
approved rate of USD 825.18 per hour for the 
salvage operation of M.T. Ratna Shalini has 
to be recalculated cannot be entertained as 
the Tugs Ocean Symphony and Tug Shiv 
deployed for the operation were not Port 
Tugs but tugs hired for operation at SPM. 
COPT has been accused of utilizing the tugs 
for non SPM purpose with ulterior motive to 
make easy money, which is defamatory. The 
tugs owned by COPT alone would not have 
been sufficient to pull back the Vessel. 
Considering the emergency Port deployed 
the resource at hand. In fact salvage 
operations involved more effort and cost. 

COPT has no justification for charging 
USD 825.18 because, vide Exhibit PI and 
P2 demand statements, the port had 
demanded ^22,94,396.00 and 

^9,49,316.00 respectively for the rescue 
operations showing the split up details of 
each and every item of service rendered 
by them. In fact, after the receipt of Exhibit 
P2 demand statement, JMCPL had issued 
Exhibit P3 letter dated 17.12.2007 to the 
COPT appealing to waive the tugs and 
pilotage charges and in response to the 
same, the COPT had issued Exhibit P4 
letter dated 21.12.2007 stating that the 
pilotage and hourly rates of the tugs used 
for the rescue operation are approved by 
TAMP and that the same cannot be 
waived or reduced. Thus, it can be seen 
that the COPT has stated on 21.12.2007 
that the rates charged vide Exhibit PI and 
P2 are TAMP approved rates and hence, 
they cannot now claim that USD 825.18 
per hour per tug should be charged for 
'Tuq Ocean Symphony’ and ‘Tug Shiv’. 

<ii). 

Petitioners' contention that Port charges 
should be applied since TAMP rates were not 
applicable for the period 16.11.2007 to 
20.11.2007 cannot be agreed to as pull back 
tugs hired for SPM operations were used for 
the operation. The petitioners state that 
TAMP has not approved any tariff for 'salvage 
operation’ and the Port has not submitted any 
proposal for fixing any specific tariff for 
salvage operations. Salvage operations are 
not everyday occurrence and each such 

The JMCPL has never said that TAMP 
rates were not applicable for the period 
16.11.2007 to 20.11.2007, in fact what 
JMCPL submitted was that there was an 
existing TAMP approved Scale of Rates 
for the period 16.11.2007 to 20.11.2007 
which is Exhibit P11 Scale of Rates and 
the same is applicable in the present case. 

With reference to the point of CDPT that 
non-deployment of these two tugs would 
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operation would differ. In this particular case, 
resources available at COPT were insufficient 
for salvage operations. So Port deployed the 
higher capacity tugs hired for SPM operations 
to meet the emergency situation. Not to do so 
would have resulted in even heavier loss for 
the petitioner. 

have resulted in heavier loss to the 
petitioners, the JMCPL has stated that the 
vessel grounded when she was under the 
control of the Port’s pilot and hence, the 
Port had the responsibility to salvage the 
same. 

(iii). 

The petitioners’ contention that the TAMP 
notification No.TAM P/32/2007-COPT dated 
20.12.2008 cannot be applied to this case as 
the rate is effective only from 03.12.2007, 
cannot be entertained, as SPM is a new 
service introduced at COPT and there were 
no existing scale of rates for operation at 
SPM at the time of salvage operations. The 
Petitioner had earlier contented that the said 
rate alone can be applied. 

It is true that JMCPL had contended that 
the rates notified in TAMP/32/2007-COPT 
dated 30.12.2008 is applicable (before the 
Hon’ble High Court of Kerala). But it was 
only due a bonafide mistake and in order 
to get back the Bank Guarantee filed 
before the High Court, that JMCPL 

contended so and the Tug hire charges 
were re-calculated as per the said 
Notification which was published by the 
COPT vide Exhibit P10 and JMCPL 

mistakenly paid an amount of 

?38,22,038/- to COPT on 05.03.2010 over 
and above the amount shown in Exhibit 
PI and P2. JMCPL paid the said amount 
believing the rate applicable for the said 
period was USD 825.18/hr and for getting 
back the Bank Guarantee filed before the 
High Court. The Bank guarantee filed 
before the High Court was subsequently 
returned to JMCPL by the High Court as 
directed by the interim order dated 

10.03.2010 in W.P.(C) 12119/2008. It is 
submitted that even though, JMCPL had 
mistakenly paid ?38,22,038/-, the COPT 
being a statutory authority cannot charge 
for any service not approved by TAMP 
and gain undue enrichment. 

(iv). 

These tugs were hired by the Port from 
15.09.2007 and TAMP has considered the 
cost of hiring during the period from 
15.09.2007 to 30.09.2008 while fixing the 
tariff for the period from 03.12.2007 to 
30.09.2008 as may be seen from Para 11 (vii) 
(e) of the TAMP order dated 17.12.2008. 

The COPT cannot charge any rates which 
is not approved by this Hon’ble Authority 
and hence they are bound to re-calculate 
the tug hire charges payable for the hired 
tugs i.e. 'Tug Ocean Symphony’ and Tug 
Shiv’ as per TAMP approved Scale of 
Rates prevalent at the relevant time 
(16/11/2007 to 20/11/2007) and reimburse 
the excess amount which was wrongly 
paid by JMCPL on 5.03.2010. The COPT 
is also bound to release the amount of ?3 
Lakhs which is currently illegally withheld 
by COPT from JMCPL deposit Account 
even after disposal of the Writ Petition. 


8.1. The floating craft charges prescribed at Section 5.1 under Chapter-V 

(Miscellaneous charges) in the then existing Scale of Rates vide Order No.TAMP/63/2005-COPT 
dated 25 January 2007 covering the period of salvage operations from 16.11.2007 to 20.11.2007 
are as follows: 




SI. 

No. 

Category 

t 

Unit 

- V 

Rate in 7 

1 . 

Floating Crane 


F.C. Periyar and Oil Skimmer 
M.V. Venad 




Fixed booking charges 

Per shift or part thereof 

5000.00 


Lifting charges 

Per ton 

210.00 
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Dredger - Nehru Shatabdi 

Rate per hour or part thereof 

25000.00 

Mooring tug 

Rate per tug per hour or part thereof 

13300.00 

Pilot & other launch 

Rate per launch per hour or part thereof 

350.00 

Fire float 

Rate per equipment per hour or part 
thereof 

560.00 

L & T Poclain & Barge Vijaya 



Fixed Charges 

Per load per 8 hrs shift or part thereof 

12000.00 

a 

Per additional hour or part thereof 

1500.00 

Loads above one load 

Per load 

1000.00 


8 . 2 . The tug charges for pull back operation at SPM prescribed at Section 2.5 A (iv) 

vide Order No.TAMP/32/2007-COPT dated 17 December 2008 prescribing vessel related charges 
and wharfage for SPM operations at the COPT are as given below: 


For the period from 3 December 2007 upto 

_ 30 September 2008 _ 

Foreign-going Coastal 

(in US $) __ (in Rs.) 

825.18 19586 


(Rate per tug per hour or part thereof) 
For the period after 30 September 2008 


Foreign-going 
(in US $) 

560.25 


Coastal 
(in Rs.) 
16280 


9-1- A joint hearing in this case was held on 18 June 2012 at the office of the Authority. 

At the joint hearing, the COPT and M/s.James Mackintosh & Co. Private Limited have made the 
following submissions: 

Cochin Port Trust 


We don't have any objection to the other party being represented by their legal 
counsel. 


(ii) . We were having 3 nos. of 10 Tonne Bollard Pull tugs. SPM requires 50 Tonne 

Bollard Pull tug. Therefore, we hired two tugs for SPM. 

(iii) . We positioned the hired tugs in September 2007 as per the MoU entered with 

Cochin Refinery and paid ?1,35,000/- towards hire charges. 

(iv) . Ratna Shalini was advised to go to COT. She did not anchor at the place 

indicated. The Master of the vessel made a mistake. Even before the COPT Pilot 
boarded, the vessel drifted. 

(v) . Since the vessel would block the shipping channel, we had to deploy all the tugs 

at our disposal for rescue operation. 

(vi) . The fact the tugs hired for SPM operations were also deployed for rescue 

operation cannot be disputed. Whatever is the rate for tugs at SPM should apply 
for the same tugs engaged for rescue operations. 

(vii) . Salvage operation is not routine operation. Pulling a grounded vessel is much 

more difficult than SPM operation. 

(viii). Please allow the earlier approved rates to apply even for November 2007 
operations. 

James Mackintosh & Co. Private Limited 

(i) . A statement showing chronology of event is submitted. 

(ii) . Grounding was not due to the fault of the ship. Ship was brought by Port’s Pilot. 

Therefore, we requested port not to charge or levy only a nominal amount. Port, 
however, maintained that their bill was based on TAMP approved rates. They 
refused to review their earlier billing. Also, they demanded a new higher amount. 


3 
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(iii) . We are not concerned with the COPT decision to own or hire tugs. They can’t 

charge beyond their notified Scale of Rates. 

(iv) . The service was provided to us in November 2007. The Board decided an adhoc 

rate for 50 Tonne Bollard Pull tugs at SPM only in April 2008. TAMP passed 
orders in December 2008. 

(v) . Prior to 3 December 2007, the COPT SOR did not have the rates of tugs, charged 

by COPT on us. The SOR prescribed only mooring tug charges of *13300/- per 
hour. 

(vi) . On 16 November 2007, the SOR prescribed a rate of *13300/- per hour which 

shall only apply to us. The retrospective rate revision approved by TAMP was 
from 3 December 2007, which will not apply to our case. 


(vii). We challenge the demand of COPT for *1,28,87,762/-. 

9.2. The Legal Counsels of M/s.James Mackintosh & Co. Private Limited and India 

Steamship have submitted a statement at the joint hearing showing the chronology of events and a 
copy of their Claim Statement submitted earlier by them. The chronology of events furnished by 
the claimants at the joint hearing is reproduced in the table below: 


Date 

_ 

Details of event 

13.11.2007 

■ 

Tanker Vessel ’MT RATNA SHALINI’ anchored at the Cochin Port’s outer 
anchorage. 

15.11.2007 


Vessel brought into the port through ships channel by the Port's Pilot and 
vessel grounded. 

After few days using other lightening vessel (chartered by the petitioner) part 
cargo was shifted to another vessel and lightened vessel was pulled out 
using Tugs. 

24.11.2007 

- 

After discharge of cargo the vessel sailed from Cochin Port. 

Dec. 2007 

- 

P-1 - Cochin Port demanded Tug charges *22,94.396 - Paid bv petitioner. 

05.12.2007 


P-2 - Cochin Port/CPT demanded additional Tug charges *9,49,316/- - Paid 
on 15.1.2008. 

17.12.2007 


P-3 - Petitioners demanded Port to waive excess Tuq Hire charges. 

21.12.2007 


P-4 - CPT replied the rate are approved by TAMP and cannot be waived or 
reduced. 

15.1.2008 


P-5 - Petitioners requested CPT to provide split up of PI and P2 
invoices/bills. 

23.1.2008 


P-6 - To the petitioners surprise CPT demanded for *1,28,87,762/- 

13.2.2008 

- 

P-7 - Petitioner issued reply to P6 demand of Port as arbitrary and against 
TAMP. 

02.04.2008 


P-8 - CPY issued letter and adjusted the payments made against PI & P2 
invoices and demanded balance *94,90,443/- and agreed to reimburse after 
TAMP approval. 

Writ Petition filed and demand staved - B/G for *95 Lakhs aiven. 

07.04.2008 


P-9 - Petitioners made appeal to TAMP to revised P6 & P8 demand as 
arbitrary- 

08.01.2009 


P-10 - In the meanwhile TAMP revised the rates in P6 & P8 and refixed Tuq 
hire charges rates to US$ 825 per hour instead of US$ 1708/- per hour. 

08.07.2009 


Cochin Port filed a statement in the counter demanding *38,93,164/- as per 
P-10 TAMP’s revised order. 

06.08.2009 


Petitioner filed a statement as per P-10 revised order calculating the balance 
amount due is only *38,22,038/-. Thus there was difference of *71,126/- 
(*38,93,164/- - *38,22,038/- = *71,126/-) 

02.03.2010 


Port later admitted in their letter that balance amount due is only 
*38,22,038/- 

05.03.2010 

■ 

Petitioner also produced P11, PI 2 & PI 3 challans to show the actual 
outstanding. 

05.03.2010 

- 

P-14 - Petitioner paid the balance amount *38,22,038/- 
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05.03.2010 

- 

P-15 - Petitioner demanded Cochin Port to return the bank guarantee for 
^95 Lakhs dated 19.04.2008. 

10.03.2008 

" 

R-1 - Port filed a counter along with scale of rates claiming interest for 
delayed payment. 

10.03.2010 


Hon'ble Court passed an Order directing Cochin Port to return the Bank 
Guarantee and the issue of interest will be decided in the writ petition later 
during final hearing. 

Apart from the Bank guarantee for ^95 Lakhs given by the petitioner, Cochin 
Port Trust has additionally arbitrarily retained an amount of ?3 Lakhs from 
the petitioner's deposit account as security for interest if awarded by the 
Court. 

Thereafter the matter came up before Justice P.N. Ravidran for hearing on 
various dates and matter was heard on several dates. During hearing since 
the Court felt that the revised rates was not given effect before 03.12.2007, 
the Hon’ble Court directed Cochin Port Trust to produce the actual TAMP 
approved scale of rates prevailed during the period 16.11.2007 to 
20.11.2007, because as per the revised order of TAMP (Exhibit - P10 & 
PI6) the revised Tug hire charges came into effect only from 03.12.2007. 

10.10.2011 


Petitioner filed IA 16082/2011 for a direction to recalculate the rates as per 
actual TAMP approved rate - prevailing during the period 16.11.2007 to 
20.11.2007 and reimburse the excess amount of ^38,22,038/- demanded by 
CPT and subsequently inadvertently paid by the petitioner. 

29.10.2011 


CPT filed counter and produced Exhibit Rl(b) showing the scale of rate 
prevailing during the period 16.11.2007 to 20.11.2007. As per Ext R1(b) 
page 41 The mooring Tug hire charges was ?13,300 per hour whereas the 
petitioner were forced to pay US$ 825.18 <^32,322.30 per hour). Refer reply 
affidavit dated 01.08.2009 filed by the petitioner. 



The petitioner is entitled to get refund of the excess amount of ^38,22,038/- 
demanded by CPT and subsequently inadvertently paid by the petitioner. 


10.1. At the joint hearing, the COPT was requested to furnish documentary evidence to 
substantiate the payment made by the port towards hire charges for the two tugs of 50 Tonne 
Bollard Pull for the period from the positioning of the said tugs prior to December 2007 to this 
Authority as well as to M/s.James Mackintosh & Co. Pvt. Ltd. / M/s.India Steamship. The COPT 
was also requested to give its final response to us with documentation and a copy to M/s.James 
Mackintosh & Co. Private Limited / M/s.India Steamship. M/s.James Mackintosh & Co. Private 
Limited / M/s.India Steamship was requested to furnish its comments on the final response of 
COPT to us with a copy to COPT. If there are gaps in the information furnished by COPT and 
JMCPL, additional information/ clarifications, in writing, will be sought from the concerned parties. 
It was decided that both the parties should complete the exchange of correspondence within 
10 days. 

10.2. The decisions taken at the joint hearing were communicated to COPT and 
JMCPL/ India Steamship vide our letter dated 20 June 2012 with a request to ensure that the 
exchange of correspondence is completed by both of them by 29 June 2012, as agreed at the joint 
hearing. 

10.3. The COPT furnished its response vide its letter dated 26 June 2012. The COPT 
has furnished following documents in support of the payment made by it towards hire charges for 
the two tugs of 50 Ton Bollard Pull for the period from 15 September 2007 to 31 December 2007: 

(i) . Letters of Acceptance of Tender for hiring tugs 

(ii) . Copy of Charter Party Agreement 

(iii) . Copy of Taking Over Certificate of the tugs 

(iv) . Copy of the Invoices for the period from 15.9.2007 to 31.12.2007 

(v) . Initial proposal submitted by Port dated 31 May 2007 

(vi) . Board Resolution no. 51 & 54 dated 29.6.2007 

(vii) . Letters from M/s.BPCL-KR dated 25.05.2007 & 2.06.2007 about commissioning 

period of SBM. 
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(viii). Copy of the Petitioner's affidavit dated 1 August 2009 before Hon’ble High Court 
of Kerala praying for direction to COPT for recalculation of tug hire charges as per 
TAMP approved rates. 

10.4. The COPT also furnished a description of chronology of events and facts relating 

to the incident. As decided at the joint hearing, the COPT also endorsed a copy of its letter dated 
26 June 2012 to the claimants, M/s.JMCPL and India Steamship. The JMCPL also vide its letter 
dated 2 July 2012 furnished its comments on the final response of COPT with copy endorsed to 
COPT. We have not received any further comments from COPT on the response of JMCPL. The 
submissions of COPT and the comments of JMCPL are summarized below: 


SI. 

No 

Points made by COPT 

Comments of JMCPL 

0). 

M.T. Ratnashalini carrying 82249 MT 
Crude oil, under the ownership of 
M/s.India Steamship, Kolkata and steamer 
agency of M/s.James Mackintosh & Co. 
Pvt. Ltd., Cochin-3 grounded at the outer 
channel on 16/11/2007 while entering the 
Port. The Master of this 12.5 metre draft 
vessel erred in taking the vessel into the 
Port channels without waiting for boarding 
of the Port’s pilot and his guidance for 
manoeuvring the vessel. Vessel was 
asked to wait 0.5 Nautical Mile West of 
Fare Way Buoy for the Pilots but the 
Master took the vessel to East of Fair Way 
Buoy by the time the Pilot boarded, leaving 
very little time for the Pilot to take control 
of the vessel. 

JMCPL denies the allegations of blaming 
the Master of M.T. Ratnashalini for 
allegedly entering the port channel without 
waiting for the Port's Pilot. In fact, it is for 
the first time that the COPT is raising such 
an allegation. Even in the Writ Petition No. 
12119/2008 of Hon’ble High Court of 
Kerala, the COPT had not raised such 
allegation. Their main contention before 
the Hon’ble High Court was that the role of 
the Pilot is only of an advisor and that the 
Master vessel retains the command of the 
vessel. Hence, it can be seen that the 
present allegation is new. Para 6 of the 
Counter Affidavit dated 18 July 2009 filed 
by COPT in W.P.No. 12119/2008 shows 
the falsity of the present allegation. (The 
JMCPL has furnished a copy of the 
counter affidavit dated 18 July 2009 filed 
by COPT.) 

(ii). 

Apprehensive of the vessel slipping into 
the active channel in the strong 
undercurrent and possible traffic blockage, 
Port immediately deployed its resources 
including the tugs hired for SPM operation 
to prevent the slippage, and for rescue 
operation of the grounded vessel. After 
lightering the vessel, the vessel could be 
freed from the grounded point through the 
help of Port’s own and hired tugs. 

... 

(iii). 

The vessel could be re-floated and towed 
into COT berth after 5 days of arduous 
struggle. Availability of the hired tugs with 
50 ton bollard pull helped to complete this 
activity within this duration. Had there only 
the Port Tugs, with bollard pull 30 tons, the 
operation may not have been succeeded / 
more time could have been taken for re¬ 
floating the vessel. 

It is submitted that when the efforts of the 
Port to re-float MT Ratnashalini failed, we 
chartered and brought in another tanker 
vessel 'MT Lady Chiara and the cargo of 
crude oil was transferred from MT 
Ratnashalini to MT Lady Chiara and thus 
lightened MT Ratnashalini and thereafter, 
MT Ratnashalini was re-floated. 

(iv). 

Port deployed other crafts like M V Venad, 
the buoy tender to relay the No.1 buoy in a 
position inside the channel because of 
grounding of the vessel just at the edge of 
the channel. The Port had not raised any 
bill in respect of this work necessitated by 
the negligence of the vessel. 

— 

(V). 

The hire charges of tugs and crafts owned 
by the Port, berth hire charges, Pilotage, 
Port Dues etc., were collected at the rate 

It is submitted that after the rescue 
operation, the COPT raised Exhibit PI 
Demand statement for ^22,94,396/- and 
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I 

notified by the TAMP and available in the 
Scale of Rates in force during the material 
time. The steamer agent had remitted the 
charges without demur. 

Exhibit P2 demand statement for 
?9,49,316/- and we had remitted the same 
without any dispute since the same was in 
accordance with the TAMP rate prevailing 
at that time. 

(Vi). 

Port hired two tugs of 50 ton Bollard pull to 
cater to the requirement of pull back 
operation at SPM and stationed the tugs at 
Cochin effective from 15/09/2007 in 
anticipation of commencement of SPM 
operation on payment of hire charge of 
^1.35 lakhs per day per tug and incurring 
expenditure on fuel and other 
consumables. The fact was intimated to 
TAMP with documentary evidence and it is 
mentioned under Para 5 of the Notification 
dated 30/12/2008. 

It is submitted that the Cochin Port had 
hired the 2 tugs of 50 Tons Bollard Pull 
exclusively for handling vessels at SBM as 
per the requirement of the MOU between 
Cochin Port and Bharath Petroleum 
Corporation (BPCL-KRL) (See letter dated 
31 May 2007 issued by the FA & CAO of 
Cochin Port to the Director, TAMP which is 
attached to the above 1 sl cited letter). In 
fact the Cochin Port submitted their 
proposal for vessel related charges for 
SBM operations considering various 
factors like berthing / unberthing of vessels 
and handling of vessels at SBM and the 
risks involved in the same. Hence, they 
can collect such TAMP approved charges 
only for SBM operations and not for any 
other operations. 

Moreover, as can be clearly seen from 
Resolution No.51 (Agenda Item No.BI) of 
the Board of Trustees of Cochin Port 
(which is attached to the above 1 st cited 
letter), the delay in commissioning of the 
SBM is attributable to BPCL-KRL and the 
Chairman of BPCL-KRL had acceded to 
the proposal of Cochin Port for meeting 
the additional financial burden incurred 
due to the said delay (para 56 of the Reso 
No.51) and the Board of Trustees of 
Cochin Port had resolved to realise the 
hire charges of the tugs for the interim 
period until the commissioning of the SBM 
from BPCL-KRL (para 57 of the Resolution 
No.51). Thus, it can be seen the Cochin 
Port must have already collected the hire 
charges of the Tugs for the period from 
15/09/2007 till 03/12/2007 (the date of 
commissioning of the SBM) from BPCL- 
KRL. The attempt of the Cochin Port in 
realising the said charges again from the 
claimants can only be termed unjust 
enrichment, which is illegal. The JMCPL 
furnished a copy of the Resolution No.51. 

(vii). 

The Port fixed charges in respect of hired 
tugs on ad-hoc basis in compliance with 
clause 2.17.1 to 2.17.4 of TAMP 
Guidelines dated 28/03/2005 and 
requested the TAMP for approval of the 
rates vide letter no.CAD/CostingrTug- 
SB M/2007 dated 31/05/2007. The 
Authority after due deliberation and final 
hearing has notified the rates of hire 
charges on hired tugs on 30 December 
2008 giving effect to the rates from 3 
December 2007, the day on which the first 
SPM operation took place in Cochin. The 

It is submitted that the ad-hoc rates fixed 
by the Port and submitted to TAMP vide 
letter No.CAD/Costing/Tug-SBM/2007 

dated 31/05/2007 in compliance of Clause 
2.17.1 to 1.17.4 of TAMP Guidelines were 
for "Vessel Related Charges for SBM 
Operations" and not for any other 
operations. Thus, COPT could collect the 
ad-hoc rates only for the operations 
carried out/in connections with SBM 
operations only, which is 20 Nautical Miles 
from the port. In fact as per Clause 2.17.1 
to 2.17.4 of the TAMP notification for tariff 
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Board approved this adhoc rate vide 
Resolution No.54 dated 29.6.2007. 


No TAMP notified rates were available for 
hired tugs during the rescue operation 
period i.e. 16 to 20 November 2007. Port, 
therefore, collected the hire charges of 
hired tugs at the Board approved ad-hoc 
rate of USD 1708.33 per hour per tug vide 
bill No.F/72121/11082 dt.26/03/2008 
among other charges. M/s.James 
Mackintosh & Co. Pvt. Ltd. vide letter 
dated 02/04/2008 was also informed that 
the account in the case of hired tugs would 
be regulated at the TAMP notified rates 
and excess, if any, would be refunded. It 
may please be noted that the service 
extended by the Port to the vessel was not 
an ordinary operation. The vessel was in 
distress and the Port deployed all its 
resources to perform the rescue operation 
which normally would have been carried 
out by foreign professional companies in 
the field. The vessel would have paid huge 
remuneration for such operation if 
professional salvage companies were 
engaged. It is also not out of place to 
mention here that the vessel owner could 
have availed P & I Club cover in this case 
since the grounding of the vessel was a 
known event. Even the full charges levied 
by the Port could have been reimbursed 

by P & I Club, __ 

Aggrieved at the decision of the Port, the 
Owner and Agent of the vessel moved the 
Hon’ble High Court of Kerala (WP 
No.12119 of 2008) for order for reversal of 
the decision to apply the Board approved 
ad-hoc rate, with prayer for direction to 
Port to collect the hire charge of hired tugs 
at the rates available in the Scale of rate in 
force. After hearing both the sides, the 
Hon’ble Court vide its order dated 10 April 
2008 directed the petitioners to furnish 
Bank Guarantee to the extent of ?95 lakhs, 
which the petitioners duly complied with. 
Rebutting the arguments, Port contented 
that rates available in Scale of Rate could 
not be extended to the hired tugs as the 
rates notified by the TAMP were 
exclusively for the Port owned tugs / crafts 
and the case of hired tugs should be seen 
through different perspective. 


fixation, the port can submit a proposal 
whenever a tariff is not available in the 
notified scale of rates and such proposed 
rate can be levied on an ad-hoc basis and 
the said rate should be derived based on 
existing notified tariffs for comparable 
services and must be mutually agreed 
upon by the port and the user. It is 
respectfully submitted that none of the 
eventualities mentioned in the said clauses 
applies to the facts and circumstances of 
the case. In fact, Resolution No.54 
(Agenda ltem-D2) of the Board of Trustees 
of Cochin Port (which is attached to the 
above 1 sl cited letter) deals only with 
proposal for 'vessel related charges for 
SBM operations' in accordance with the 
MOU executed between Cochin Port and 
BPCL-KRL. Moreover, Agenda ltem-D2 
dated 29 th June 2007 of Cochin Port 
(which is attached to the above 1 st cited 
letter) would show that the proposed rate 
was mutually agreed by the Port and M/s 
BPCL-KR in the MOU. This would go to 
show that the proposal submitted by 
Cochin Port before the TAMP was for 
vessel related charges for SBM 
Operations (which facility is being provided 
to M/s BPCL-KR only) and that the 
proposed rate was mutually agreed by 
Cochin Port and M/s BPCL-KR. The 
Cochin Port cannot take the contention 
that the sard rates should be extended to 
other operations also. 


The JMCPL has not furnished any 
comments. 
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(X). 

When TAMP notified the rates vide order 
dated 30/12/2008, Port re-calculated the 
hire charge of hired tugs at the rate 
notified by the TAMP to ?47,19,056/- and 
after adjustment of the amount remitted by 
the petitioners balance due of ^38,22,038/- 
had been remitted on 05/03/2010 and on 
receipt of the said amount, the Petitioners 
in their affidavit dated 1 August 2009 also 
submitted before the Honourable High 
Court that they were ready and willing to 
pay the amount if the hire charges was re¬ 
calculated at the TAMP notified rates for 
hired tugs “Ocean Symphony" and "Tag 
Shiv". Port released the above Bank 
Guarantee in compliance with the Court 
Order dated 10/03/2010 as prayed for by 
the Petitioners in their affidavit dated 
01/08/2009. 

it is re-iterated (as stated in our letter 
dated 11 May 2012 submitted before 
TAMP) that the TAMP Notification 
No.TAMP/32/2007-COPT dated 

30/12/2008 has no applicability in the 
present case. It is also true that we had in 
our affidavit dated 1 August 2009 in W.P 
12119/2008 submitted that we were ready 
and willing to pay the amount if the hire 
charges was re-calculated at the TAMP 
notified rates. But, as stated in our letter 
dated 11 May 2012, it was due a bonafide 
mistake and in order to get back the Bank 
Guarantee filed before the High Court, that 
we stated so. We paid the said amount 
believing the rate applicable for the said 
period was US$ 825.18/hr and for getting 
back the Bank Guarantee filed before the 
High Court. The Bank Guarantee filed 
before the High Court was subsequently 
returned to us by the High Court as 
directed by the interim order dated 
10/03/2010 in W.P (C) 12119/2008. It is 
submitted that even though, we had 
mistakenly paid ?38,22,038/- in excess, 
the Cochin Port being a statutory authority 
cannot charge for any service not 
approved by TAMP and gain unjust 
enrichment. 

(xi). 

The Hon’ble High Court in its final order 
dated 24/02/2012 observed that no TAMP 
approved rate specific for the hired tugs 
was in existence during the period of 
rescue operation i.e. from 16 to 20 
November 2007, that the TAMP notified 
rates had come into effect only from 3 
December 2007 and directed the TAMP to 
take a decision in the matter after hearing 
both the petitioners and respondents 
within a period of 6 months. 

The JMCPL has not furnished any 
comments. 

(xii). 

In compliance with the Court Order, Port 
submitted its claim before the TAMP 
emphasising the prayer for permission to 
apply the TAMP notified rates of USD 
825.18 during the period of rescue 
operation i.e. 16 to 20 November 2007 
while the petitioner prayed for direction to 
Port to apply the rates available in the 
Scale of Rate in force during the rescue 
operation. It is submitted that since TAMP 
has already notified a rate of US $ 825.18 
per tug per hour for the hire of tugs “Ocean 
Symphony” and “Tag Shiv” though from 3 
December 2007, extension of the same 
rate for a period which is less than 3 
weeks prior to 3 December 2007 is only 
reasonable. 

. 

It is submitted that the Claim filed by 
Cochin Port before TAMP for permission 
to apply USD 825.18 during the period of 
the rescue operation i.e. 16 th to 20 lh 
November 2007 cannot be granted 
because as already stated the said rate 
was approved by TAMP as part of the 
vessel related charges for SBM 
Operations and most importantly as stated 
in para 5 above, the Board of Trustees of 
Cochin Port had resolved to realise the 
hire charges of the tugs for the interim 
period until the commissioning of the SBM 
from BPCL-KRL and must have already 
collected the hire charges of the Tugs for 
the period from 15/09/2007 till 03/12/2007 
(the date of commissioning of the SBM) 
from BPCL-KRL and hence they cannot be 
allowed to make unjust enrichment by 
seeking to collect such charges from us. 
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As regards the copies of invoices and 
letters of Ocean Sparkle Limited and TAG 
Sealogistics Limited produced by Cochin 
Port along with the above 1 s ‘ cited letter, it 
is submitted that the same cannot be 
relied upon because it does not show that 
the amount has actually gone from the 
account of Cochin Port to their respective 
accounts. No bank statement is produced 
to prove such debiting. At any rate, the 
Board of Trustees of Cochin Port had 
resolved to realise the hire charges of the 
tugs for the interim period until the 
commissioning of the SBM from BPCL- 
KRL and they must have collected such 
charges from BPCL-KRL. Even otherwise, 
the said invoices and letters have no 
relevance to the present case because; 
the tug hire charges for SBM operations 
cannot be applied to other operations/ 
services. In fact, after we paid 

^22,94,396/- and ?9,49,316/- towards 
Exhibit PI and P2 Demand Statements, 
the Cochin Port themselves have 
confirmed that the rates charged by them 
are TAMP approved rates and they cannot 
waive or reduce the same. (See Exhibit 
P4 letter dtd 21/12/2007 issued by Cochin 
Port Trust attached to our Claim 
Statement). Now, they cannot turn around 
and say that a new rate has to be applied. 

(xiii). 

CZ _ 

From the above, it is evident that Port has 
taken all possible measures to rescue the 
grounded vessel by deploying the hired 
tugs of the Port. Port has been paying 
daily hire charges and incurring other 
costs like fuel, water charges etc. 
Rescue / salvage operation at outer sea 
require high powered tugs, more energy, 
manpower, fuel consumption and is a very 
risky operation when compared to normal 
Pilotage operations. The grounded vessel 
could be re-floated only because of the 
deployment of the 50 ton Bollard Pull hired 
tugs. In this context, attention is invited to 
Port’s letter dated 19.5.2012 refuting the 
various allegations made by M/s.James 
Mackintosh in their letter dated 25 April 
2012. 

Considering ail the above facts and the 
documents furnished, it has requested that 
TAMP may kindly accord permission to 
apply the TAMP notified rates of US $ 
825.18 per tug per hour as hire charges for 
the tugs “Ocean Symphony” and “Tag 
Shiv” for the rescue operation for the 
period from 16.11.2007 to 20.11.2007. 

This Hon'ble Authority may kindly note that 
in para 16, page 10 of the judgment dated 
24/02/2012 in W.P (C) 12119/2008, the 
Hon'ble High Court of Kerala has observed 
thus" That the vessel was grounded is an 
admitted fact in the writ petition. Various 
operations had to be done for salvaging it. 
Whether the rates charged are covered by 
the notification issued by the TAMP, is a 
disputed question now." Further in para 
18, page 11 of the said judgment, the 
Hon’ble High Court had directed TAMP to 
find out whether the item of services 
rendered by the Port Trust is covered by 
the various notifications issued by the 
TAMP. Thus, the issue to be decided by 
this Hon'ble Authority is whether the rates 
already charged by the Cochin Port Trust 
vide Exhibit PI and P2 demand statement 
and the present demand of the Cochin 
Port to apply USD 825.18 per tug per hour 
for the hired tugs are covered by TAMP 
notifications. 

in conclusion it is re-iterated that Cochin 
Port Trust cannot charge any rates which 
is not approved by TAMP and hence they 
are bound to re-calculate the tug hire 
charges payable for the hired tugs i.e. 
"Tug Ocean Symphony" and "Tug Shiv" as 
per the TAMP approved Scale of Rates 
prevalent at the relevant time (16/11/2007 
to 20/11/2007) and reimburse the excess » 
amount which was wrongly paid by us pn 
05/03/2010. The Cochin Port Trust is also 
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bound to release the amount of 73 lakhs 
which is currently illegally withheld by the 
Cochin Port from our Deposit Account 
even after disposal of the Writ Petition. 


11. With reference to the totality of information collected during the processing of the 

case and submissions made by the parties, the following position emerges: 

(i) . This case has been initiated based on the order passed by the Hon'ble High Court 

of Kerala on 24 February 2012 in the Writ Petition No. 12119 of 2008 filed by 
M/s.India Steamship and M/s.James Mackintosh & Co. Pvt. Ltd. (JMCPL) against 
Cochin Port Trust (COPT) challenging the claim of COPT towards hire charges for 
deployment of two hired tugs for salvage operations from 16 November 2007 to 
20 November 2007. Para 18 of the Order of the Hon'ble High Court contains the 
following directions:- 

(a) . The petitioners (JMCPL and India Steamship) and respondents (COPT 

and its officials) will forward their claims by filing appropriate statements 
before this Authority within one month from the date of receipt of the copy 
of the judgment. 

(b) . The Authority will consider whole aspect of the claim based on the pleas 

raised by the respective parties and find out whether the item of service 
rendered by the COPT is covered under various notifications issued by 
this Authority and if not will fix the Scale of Rates applicable for the 
service rendered by COPT for the salvage operations and other related 
activities and communicate the same to the respective parties. 

(c) . The entire exercise as stated above shall be completed within a further 

period of 6 months, i.e. 6 months from the date of filing claim statements 
by the respective parties. 

(ii) . Based on the directions of the Hon’ble Court, the COPT filed its proposal vide its 

letter dated 20 March 2012 and the petitioners, M/s.India Steamship and 
M/s. JMCPL filed a joint claim statement dated 6 April 2012 which was received by 
us on 9 April 2012. The JMCPL reported that it had received the judgment copy 
on 7 March 2012 which is supported by documentary evidence and has stated 
that it has filed the claim statement on 6 April 2012 within the time limit of one 
month stipulated by the Hon’ble High Court. That being so, considering the time 
limit of 6 months stipulated by the Hon'ble Court to this Authority to comply with its 
directions, the time limit granted to this Authority to comply with the directions of 
the Hon’ble Court expires on 6 October 2012. 

(iii) . The proposal filed by COPT vide its letter dated 20 March 2012 and joint claim 

statement filed by JMCPL vide their letter dated 6 April 2012 along with the 
subsequent comments / submissions made and documents furnished by the 
respective parties are considered in this analysis. 

(iv) . The matter brought before this Authority by the parties is related to the dispute 

between JMCPL and COPT on the charges payable by JMCPL to COPT for the 
tug "Ocean Symphony" and tug "Shiva” deployed by COPT for salvage operations 
from 16.11.2007 to 20.11.2007 in connection with reported grounding of the 
vessel M.T. Ratna Shalini. The position of the COPT is to apply the rate of US$ 
825.18 per hour per tug prescribed in the Order dated 17 December 2008 for pull 
back operations at SPM for the period from 3 December 2007 to 30 September 
2008 also for the said tugs deployed for salvage operations from 16 November 
2007 to 20 November 2007. On the other hand, the position of JMCPL is that 
COPT should levy the rate of 713,300/- per hour applicable for mooring tugs 
prescribed in the Scale of Rates of COPT prevailing during the relevant point of 
time when the salvage operations were carried out by COPT. 

(v) . (a). As per the directions of the Hon'ble Court, the first issue to be decided is 

whether the service rendered by the COPT for salvage of the vessel is 
covered by the Scale of Rates notified by this Authority for COPT. 
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(b) . This Authority passed an Order No.TAMP/63/2005-COPT dated 

25 January 2007 disposing off the proposal of the COPT for general 
revision of its Scale of Rates. This Order dated 25 January 2007 along 
with the Scale of Rates was notified in the Gazette of India on 9 February 
2007 vide Gazette No. 38. This SOR came into force after expiry of 
30 days from the date of notification with a validity upto 31 March 2009. 
That being so, the period from 16 November 2007 to 20 November 2007 
during which salvage operations were carried out is covered by the Scale 
of Rates notified in the Gazette of India on 9 February 2007. 

Subsequently, this Authority vide Order No.TAMP/32/2007-COPT dated 
17 December 2008, inter-alia, prescribed the tug hire charges for pullback 
operations at Single Point Mooring (SPM) at COPT, which was effective 
from 3 December 2007 (date of commencement of SPM operations) with 
validity upto 31 March 2009. 

(c) . The above mentioned two notifications do not prescribe rates for salvage 

operations. The services rendered by the COPT for salvage of the vessel 
appear to be one time operation under emergency conditions at the 
request of the JMCPL, when the vessel was in distress. 


(d). With reference to the position reported by the COPT that ad hoc rates of 
US$ 1708 33 per hour per tug approved by its Board of Trustees on 
29 June 2007 was available during the period of salvage operations from 
16 to 20 November 2007, it is to be noted that the COPT in its earlier 
proposal of 31 May 2007 for fixing tariff for SPM operations did not 
mention about fixation of ad hoc rates by the Board of Trustees of COPT 
and also did not seek approval for the ad hoc rates, as claimed by the port 
now. This is established by the position that the Board of Trustees of 
COPT had fixed the ad hoc rates in its meeting held on 29 June 2007 
subsequent to the date of filing the proposal with this Authority which was 
on 31 May 2007. It is noteworthy that this Authority did not recognise any 
ad hoc rates for deployment of tugs for pullback operations in its Order 
dated 17 December 2008. Hence, the contention of the COPT that levy of 
ad hoc rate by it for the salvage operations was as per the provisions of 
clause 2.17.1 to 2.17.4 of the tariff guidelines of March 2005 does not 
appear to be in order. 


(e) . The above position shows that tariff for salvage operations was not 

available in the Scale of Rates of COPT during the relevant period of 
16 November 2007 to 20 November 2007. In the absence of rates 
available at the COPT for salvage operations, this Authority is mandated 
to fix the rates for the services rendered by the COPT for salvage 
operations and related activities during the period from 16 November 
2007 to 20 November 2007 as per the directions of the Hon’ble High 
Court. 

(f) . The details of whole range of services offered by the COPT for salvage 

operations and other related activities in connection with the salvage of 
the vessel M.T. Ratna Shalini during the period from 16.11.2007 to 
20.11.2007 are not made available to us by any of the parties. In any 
case, the dispute between COPT and JMCPL, as per their respective 
claim statements, is only with reference to the charges payable for the two 
hired tugs deployed for salvage operations from 16 November 2007 to 
20 November 2007. That being so, the exercise on hand is limited to 
fixation of hire charges for the said two tugs deployed by COPT for 
t salvage operations from 16.11.2007 to 20.11.2007. 

(vi). (a). The Order of the Hon'ble High Court requires this Authority to consider the 

whole aspects of claim and pleas made by the respective parties in 
deciding the case Accordingly, the submissions of the COPT and JMCPL 
with reference to the charges payable for the hired tugs “Ocean 
Symphony” and "Shiva" for salvage operations carried out from 16.11.07 
to 20.11.07 are discussed below: 


(b). The submission of COPT is that the charges prescribed for deployment of 
the hired tugs for pull back operations with effect from 3 December 2007 
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may be made applicable to salvage operations carried out during the 
period prior to 3 December 2007 since the same tugs were deployed for 
salvage operations and salvage operations are more difficult and risky 
than pullback operations. The JMCPL is not agreeable to this position of 
COPT mainly on the premise that the said rate was not in force during the 
period of salvage operations and pullback operations which take place at 
the SPM for which rates were prescribed cannot be compared to the 
salvage operations. 

(c) . The tariff guidelines of 2005 require this Authority to fix the Scale of Rates 

for the services rendered by the Major Port Trusts and Private Terminals 
thereat on cost plus return on capital employed approach. That being so, 
the cost incurred by COPT in connection with the deployment of tugs may 
only be relevant irrespective of the purpose for which the tugs were 
deployed. The said two tugs are hired by COPT and the hire charges for 
the said two tugs are same irrespective of the position whether they are 
deployed for pullback operations or salvage operations. Keeping in view 
the position that the hire charges is the major cost item in the fixation of 
charges leviable by the COPT from the users for the hired tugs, applying 
the rates prescribed for use of the said tugs for pullback operations to 
salvage operations may not be inconsistent. 

However, in the Order dated 17 December 2008, the unit hire rate for 
deployment of hired tugs for pullback operations for the period from 
3 December 2007 to 30 September 2008 was determined based on the 
revenue requirement from the pullback operations and actual pullback 
operational time of 2302 hours reported by the port for the said period. 
The actual pullback operational hours reported by the COPT was based 
on the actual vessel traffic that availed SPM facility during the period from 
3 December 2007 to 30 September 2008. Since the rate so decided was 
dependent on the vessel traffic that availed SPM facility, the unit rate 
prescribed for tugs for pullback operations may not be relevant for salvage 
operations. In view of the position brought out above, the hire rate of US$ 
825.18 per tug per hour approved in the Order dated 17 December 2008 
for pull back operations for the period from 3 December 2007 to 
30 September 2008 cannot be applied to salvage operations carried out 
from 16 November to 20 November 2007, as requested by COPT. 

(d) . With reference to the contention of JMCPL that COPT can levy the rate 

only as per the Scale of Rates in force at the time of salvage operations 
and therefore, the hire charges for mooring tugs prescribed in the (then) 
existing Scale of Rates at ?13,300/- per hour per tug should be applied, it 
has to be recognised that the hire charges for mooring tugs prescribed in 
the then existing Scale of Rates for the port owned tugs were fixed based 
on the overall financial / cost position of the port and not on stand alone 
basis. Further, the position reported by the COPT that mooring tugs 
owned by the port are of lower capacity compared to the hired tugs 
deployed for salvage operations cannot be ignored. The tugs “Ocean 
Symphony" and “Shiva" deployed by COPT for salvage operations are 
hired by COPT. The COPT has incurred the hire charges during the 
period of salvage operations, which is already recognized in the Order 
dated 17 December 2008. Therefore, this Authority is not inclined to go 
into the doubts expressed by JCMPL with reference to the actual payment 
made by COPT. In view of the above, the hire charges for port owned 
mooring tugs prescribed at ?13,300/- per hour in the (then) existing Scale 
of Rates of COPT cannot be applied to hired tugs deployed for salvage 
operations, as requested by the JMCPL. 

Further, the contention of the JMCPL that rates as per the approved Scale 
of Rates prevalent at COPT at the relevant time should only be applied 
may not hold good since the Hon’ble High Court of Kerala has mandated 
this Authority to fix the rate for salvage operations if the same are not 
covered by the then existing rates. As already brought out, the then 
existing Scale of Rates of COPT does not cover tariff for salvage 
57^9 operations. 
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(vii). After considering the whole aspect of the claims / pleas made by the respective 
parties, as required by the directions of the Hon’ble High Court of Kerala and since 
the then existing Scale of Rates did not cover rates for salvage operations, it is 
necessary to fix the rate now for hired tugs “Ocean Symphony" and "Shiva" 
deployed by COPT for salvage operations from 16 November 2007 to 
20 November 2007. 

(viii). In the Order dated 17 December 2008, the revenue requirement for deployment of 
hired tugs for pullback operations was computed by taking into account the hire 
charges of tugs, fuel cost, water cost, overheads and a margin of 6% on total cost 
and the unit rate was arrived by taking into consideration the revenue requirement 
and the pullback operational hours, as proposed by the COPT in the relevant 
proposal. Since the same tugs which were meant for pullback operations were 
deployed for salvage operations also, it may be appropriate to follow the same 
approach for determination of the rate for the hired tugs deployed by COPT for 
salvage operations from 16 November 2007 to 20 November 2007. The 
determination of rate is discussed in the following paragraphs: 

(a) . As recorded in paragraph 11 (vii) (a) of Order dated 17 December 2008, 

the hire charges payable by CDPT for the said two tugs is ^1,35,000/- per 
tug per day. Accordingly, the hire charges for the two tugs for 5 days from 
16 to 20 November 2007 are considered, which works out to ? 13,50,000/-. 

(b) . The JMCPL in its claim statement of 6 April 2012 has furnished a copy of 

the statement of workings giving details of charges in respect of salvage 
operations reported to be the demand notice raised by COPT. The 
details, inter-alia, contain the information about actual consumption and 
cost of fuel in respect of tugs "Ocean Symphony" and “Shiva” during the 
period of salvage operations from 16 to 20 November 2007. Incidentally, 
the COPT has neither denied nor pointed out any errors in the figures 
reported in the statement furnished by JMCPL except saying that it is the 
internal record of COPT and not the demand notice raised by it. JMCPL 
also has no disputes over the information contained in the said statement. 
Therefore, the information with regard to actual fuel cost available in the 
working statement is taken into account. 

As per the statement, Tug "Ocean Symphony" has consumed 7.020 KL of 
fuel @ T33,743 per KL which amounts to ?2,36,876/-. Likewise, the tug 
Shiva has consumed 6.12 KL of fuel @ T3 3,743/- per KL amounting to 
^2,06,507/-. The total fuel cost for both tugs works out to T4,43,383/- and 
the same is considered as the actual cost incurred by COPT towards 
supply of fuel for the said two tugs during the period of salvage 
operations. 

(c). Apart from hire charges and fuel cost, the water charges reported by 
COPT at actuals was also considered as an item of cost while fixing the 
hire charges for deployment of tugs for pullback operations from 
3 December 2007 to 30 September 2008 vide Order dated 17 December 
2008. As per the cost statement attached as Annex-I to Order dated 
17 December 2008, the water charges for a period of 302 days from 
3 December 2007 to September 2008 has been considered at ?1,10,601/- 
as reported by the COPT. Accordingly, the average cost of water 
consumption works out to around ?366/- per day per tug. Therefore, the 
cost of water during the salvage operation days from 16.11.07 to 20.11.07 
(5 days) is calculated based on the average cost of water consumed per 
day during the period from 3 December 2007 to 30 September 2008. 

f Accordingly, the total water cost for 5 days for two tuqs works out to 
?3,662/-. 

(d) . The overheads @ 10% of the tug hire charges and margin @ 6% of the 

total cost are considered following the approach adopted in the Order 
dated 17 December 2008. 

(e) . The total cost plus margin for the two tugs for 5 days of salvage operation" 

works out to ^20,47,968/-. / 
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(f) . The total hours of deployment of the tugs Ocean Symphony and Shiva for 

salvage operations from 16 November 2007 to 20 November 2007 is 
reported at 146 hours in the statement attached to the COPT’s letter 
dated 23 January 2008. Based on the total cost plus margin of 
^20,47,968/- and actual salvage operational hours of the two tugs at 
146 hours, the unit rate works out to ?14,027/- per hour per tug. 

(g) . A cost statement based on the above analysis showing details of figures 

considered in the Order dated 17 December 2008 for arriving at the hire 
charges for deployment of tugs for pullback operations from 3 December 
2007 to 30 September 2008 and the figures considered now for the 
computation of charges for hired tugs deployed by COPT for salvage 
operations from 16 November 2007 to 20 November 2007 is attached as 
Annex. 

(h) . Since deployment of tugs for salvage operations is not a regular service 

rendered by the port and also keeping in view the exercise on hand is 
limited to fixation of hire charges for the specific occasion of deployment 
of tugs from 16.11.2007 to 20.11.2007, as directed by the Hon’ble High 
Court of Kerala, the question of prescribing separate rates for foreign 
going vessels and coastal vessels does not arise. Further, since the 
service is already rendered, the exchange rate prevailed during the 
salvage operations may have to be considered for prescription of the rate 
in US$ terms. Such an exercise, in this case, may not serve any purpose 
since the rate is not meant for common application and future use. 
Accordingly, the hire charges in this case is fixed in Rupee terms only. 

(ix) . As recorded in paragraph 11 (vii) (c) of the Order dated 17 December 2008, the 

actual tug hire charges incurred by COPT for the period from 15 September 2007 
to 30 September 2008 has been considered as an item of cost for arriving at the 
revenue requirement for fixation of tug hire charges for pullback operations for the 
period from 3 December 2007 to 30 September 2008. That being so, the actual 
tug hire charges incurred by COPT for the period from 16 November 2007 to 
20 November 2007 has also been considered as an item of cost while fixing hire 
charges for pullback operations for the said period. Therefore, recovery of 
charges for the same tugs for the same period from JMCPL also would result in 
additional revenue to the port. The JMCPL has also rightly pointed out this 
position and stated that the COPT must have already recovered the cost incurred 
by it in this regard from Bharat Petroleum Corporation Limited (BPCL) by levy of 
tug hire charges for pullback operations and further recovery of the hire charges 
from JMCPL would be seen as an unjust enrichment to the port. This position 
calls for direction to the COPT to refund the excess recovery ought to have been 
made from BPCL by levying the charges prescribed in the tariff Order dated 
17 December 2008 for the period from 3 December 2007 to 30 September 2008. 
The tug hire charges for two tugs for the period from 16.11.2007 to 20.11.07 along 
with 10% overheads and 6% margin thereon, works out to T15,74,100/-. 
Therefore, the COPT is directed to refund the sum of ?15,74,100/- to BPCL 
towards excess recovery of tug hire charges for pullback operations for the period 
from 3.12.07 to 30.09.08. 

(x) . As a matter of abundant caution, it is clarified that the rate fixed in this case will be 

applicable only for the salvage operations carried out by the COPT from 
16 November 2007 to 20 November 2007 by deploying two hired tugs and it will 
not be a commonly applicable rate for salvage operations and it would not be 
incorporated in the Scale of Rates of COPT. 

12.1. In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on collective application 
of mind, this Authority approves the hire charge of ?14,027/- per hour per tug for tug "Ocean 
Symphony" and tug “Shiva" deployed for salvage operations in respect of vessel M.T. Ratna 
Shalini from 16 November 2007 to 20 November 2007. 

12.2. The COPT is directed to refund the sum of X 15,74,100/- to BPCL towards excels 
recovery of tug hire charges for pullback operations for the period from 3.12.07 to 30.09.08. 

T. S. BALASUBRAMANIAN, Member (Finance) 
[ADVT. lu/4/143/12/Exty.] 




COMPUTATION_OF_TUG HIRE CHARGE FOR DEPLOYM ENT OF HIRED TUGS BY COPT FOR SALVAGE OPERATIONS I N RESPECT OF VESSEL 

M.T.RATNA SHALINI FROM 16 NOVEMBER 2007 TO 20 NOVEMBER 2007 
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